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We have on hand many interesting matters of a lo- 

or miscellaneous character, some even thatare persor- 
ally interesting to ourselves—but the whole has given 
way, and always shall give way, to the primary object of 
this work—the diffusion and record of publie papers and 
proceedings; an attention to which ever yet has forbid- 
den the indulgence of private feelings, however difficult 
it is, sometimes, to suppressthem. We hope that our 
friends, who desire the insertion of particular articles, 
will always bear it in mind, that we have only sixteen 
eg, and that, at certain seasons of the year, we have 
always on hand matter enough, which ought to be insert- 
ed, to fill three or four times that number: and that, 
however singular the fact may appear, it is so—that there 
js mach more /ador in this publication when matter is 
plenty, than when it is scarce, It is easy to obtain or 
make*articles—but. difficult to manage the pressure of 


then - The latter has caused the entire suppression, at 
different times, of thousands of s, perhaps, of our 
i may be, except of our 


own ce agg no great loss 
own labor. The proceedings ‘of congress, cut short in 
the present sheet, shall be brought up in the next. 





(PWe had flattered ourselves with the hope that, by | 
the aid of a supplement in a state of preparation, we 
should have been enabled to bring up our arrearages, 
and dispose ofa multitude ofinteresting items, or minor 
articles, which have accumulated on our hands—but this 
hope has been rendered vain by the reception of the 
‘‘ Address of Henry Clay to the public; containing cer- 
tuin testimonials in refutation of the charges against him, ' 
made by gen. Andrew Jackson, touching the late pre | 
tial election.”-—The whole making a pamphlet of 61 
octavo pages. 


Its length is exceedingly inconvenient to us at the pre- 
sent time, but it is one of those papers which we feel 
specially bound to publish and preserve; and, long as it 
is, we apprehend there are very few, either of the friends 
or enemies of Mr, Clay, that will not anxiously read it— 
Taceustomed to examine things for themselves. 


The matter is so arranged, that the appendix-will im- 
mediately follow the address, so as not to leave abreak 
when the volume is bound. Ifa coanter statement shall 
be published, it is needless to say that we shall also give it 
4 prompt insertion. The subject seems now narrowing 
down into an affair between gen, Jackson and Mr. Clay; 
and we are pleased with the hope that an appeal to the 
public jud t by the parties, may end this long-con- 
tinued and unhappy controversy; all the quasi official 
statements concerning which we have felt it our business 
to record, though often to the exclusion of other matter 
which we, sonally, much preferred. They belong, 
however, to the political history of the times, and could 
wot have been omitted. 


Ne pe 


‘THE COMMITTEE ON MANUFACTURES, We have spgr- 
ed no pains to catch the prominent points of the speeches 
delivered in the house of representatives on Monday last, 
on the resolution offered by the committee on manufac- 
tures to send for persons and papers, to be examined 
touching the matters referred to that committee, which 
was amended, on the motion of Mr. Oakley, so as t6 
empower them to ‘‘send for and examine persons, on 
oath, concerning the present condition of our manufac- 
tures, and to report the minutes of such examinations to 
this house;” in which shape it was adopted—yeas 102, 
nays 88. The whole debate, as reported in the ‘“‘Na- 
tional Intelligencer,” fills twelve of the closely printed 
columns of that large paper; of course, the few pages 
that we have been able to give of it, contain only a skeleton 





of parts of what was said on the oecasion—sufficient, 
however, perhaps, for our readers generally. 
You. XXXUt—_No. 19. 


As it is not possible in the present number, for the 
want of time and roem, to attempt an exhibit of the cha~ 
racter and probable effect of this resolution—({to say 
nothing of the motives which may have induced it), and 
as we wish to subject this singular proceeding to further 
reflection than we have yet been able to bestow upon i 
we shall simply refer our readers to the distribution 
the yeas and nays in the small table below, in evidence of 
the hostile character of the resolution, and give our opi- 
nion, that the evident effect of it wil} be to defeat the 
wishes of those who have petitfoned for protection in the 

owth and manufacture of wool, &c. without freely bring- 
ing the merits of the questions at issue before the house ~ 
of representatives, as heretofore. We shall soon see the 
practical operation of this resolution, and must and will be 
agreeably surprized, indeed, if many extraordinary oce 
eurrences do not arise out of it—which, perhaps, a con- 
siderable namaber of the members who voted for it, (be- 
ing friends of the ‘American system”), have mpt at all 
calenlated. 

With the exception of only a very fey memberg, all 
who were of the jast congress and voted against the wool- 
lens bill, supported this resolution, and wice versa; and 
we see that from all the states which have uniformly op- 
posed a tariff for the protection of domestic industry, 
there were against the resolution only seven votes, and 
Jifiy-seven in favor of it; and of the seven, it is probable 
that two or three gentlemen were in the negative, be- 
cause opposed to the | pps of the proposition, only. 

We have prepared a table shewing the vote of each 


! member and the state to which he belongs—and oppo- 


site thereto, his vote on the woollens bill of the last sese 
sion, if then a member of congress. 

The precedent, as established by the resolution, even 
as modified and restricted, may lead to unpleasant con- 
sequences—but, as proposed vy the committee, was 
alarming. There is no power in the government of this 
country to pry into any one’s private affairs in the man- 
ner proposed, and some stubborn republican would have 
resisted it. Whatthen? Unless he revealed the secrets 
of his trade, and answered every pertinent or impertinent 

uestion that might be propounded to him, even to the 
disclosure of his 4i// book and interesi account, must he 
be sent to the dungeon? The men are yet to be made, un- 
less the millennium, or state of perfection, is nearly reachr- 
ed, to whom this power may be sufely confided. 
Recapitulation of the votes for and against the resolution 
ered by the committee on manufactures, shewing the 
tribution of the members énto states. ; 
FOR, AGAINST, ABSENT, 

2 5 0 - 

‘§ 
il 
5 


0 


6 
17 


Maine 

New Hampshire 
Massachusetts 
Vermont 

Rhode Island 
Connecticut 

New York 1 
New Jersey 
Pennsylvania 
Delaware 
Maryland 
Virginia i 
North Carolina 
South Carolina 
Georgia 

Kentucky 

‘Tennessee 

Ohio 

Louisiana 

Indiana 

Mississippi 


*Countigg the sneaker who did not vote. 
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Tilinois i 0 0 

Missouri a I 0 

Alabama 8 0 0 
102 88 23 

TWENTIETH CONGRESS—ist SESSION. 
SENATE. 


December 27. Petitions and memorials were present- 
ed by Messrs. Chandler, Smith, of Md. Barton, Marks, 
Barnard, and Johnson, of Ky. 

On motion of Mr, Macon it was ordered that when the 
senate adjourn, it adjourn to Monday next. 

Mr. Marks presented the memorial of the citizens 
of the town of Pittsburg to make that port a port of en- 
try. 
"Me. Benton presented two petitions, one signed by two 
hundred, and the other by three hundred citizens of Mis- 
souri, praying congress to pass the bill to graduate the 
price of public lands; whie!: wc re referred. 

Mr. Barnard presented the memorial of the inhabi- 
tants of Montgomery county Pennsy)vinia, prayimg for 
pata encouragement to domestic manufactures, Re- 

erred. 

Mr, Silsbee’s resolution inquiring into the expediency 
of increasing ow squadron in the Mediterranean, was 
‘The bil 

The bill providing for printing 50,000 copies of militia 
iatties, was read a second time and laid on the table. 

A bill to provide for the correction of errors in en- 
tries of land at the land office, was reada second time, 
and ordered to be engrossed. 

The bill from the house of representatives, making ap- 
propriations for the partial pay wee of government, was 
reported by the committee on finance, without amend- 
ment, a second and third time, by unanimous con- 
sent, and passed. 

The bill to authorize the president to expose to sale 
the reserved salt springs, in Missouri, was read a third 
time, and, on motion of Mr. Branch, ordered to lie on 
the table. [It was afterwards taken up and passed. ] 

On motion of Mr. Branch the senate went into the 
consideration of executive business, anda short time af- 
ter, adjourned, 

’ December 31. Mr. Parris presented a petition from 
sundry citizens of Maine, aaliee at Houlton, near the 
confines of New Brunswick, setting forth abuses and in- 
sults received from their British neighbors—the impro- 
per removal of the American timber, &.—the dragging 
American citizens before British tribunals for trivial of- 
fences, ‘They state that these molestations, will be apt 
to oceasion the shedding of blood, and pray congress to 
take that section of the union under its immediate care 
and protection. be 

On motion of Mr. Parris, this petition was laid on the 
table, and in order that the senate might be possessed of 
the fullest information on the subject, he introduced a re- 


solution requesting the president of the United States to; 


communicate any information in his possession relative 
to any alleged aggression on the rights of the citizens by 
persons claiming authority under the government of the 
provinee of New Brunswick. ; , 

Mr. Benton presented the memorial of cight hundred 
citizens of the state of Missouri, praying that congress 
will graduate the price of the public lands:—referred to 
the cammittee on public lands. Mr. Johnson presented 
a memorial from certain citizens of Arkansas on the same 
subject. 

Mr. Dickerson presented a memorial from sundry ci- 
tizens of Paterson, New Jersey, praying that congress will 
impose an additional duty on the imported fabrics manu- 
factured from hemp and flax, which was referred to the 
committee on manufactures. 

Mr. Rowan submitted the following resolution, which 
was considered and agreed to. 

Resolved, That the message of the president of the 
United States, and the report of the secretary of the navy, 
showing the expense annually incurred in carrying luto 
effect the act of March 2d, 1819, be referred to the com- 
mittee on naval affairs. 

The following bill was read a second time, and on be- 
ing explained by Mr. Berrien, ordered to be engrossed 


fora third reading. 








An act to authorize the cancélling of a certain bond 
therein mentioned. 

Be it enacted &c. That the clerk of the sixth cir- 
cuit court of the United States, for the district of Georgia, 
be and he is hereby, authorized and required to eancel 2 
certain bond, given in pursuance of an order of the sai} 
court for the exportation beyond the limits of the United 
States of sundry African negroes, part of the cargo of the 
Spanish vessel called Antelope, or Ramirez. 

On motion of Mr. Macon the senate went into the con- 
sideration of executive business; and when the doors 
were opened, the senate, 

On motion of Mr. Eaton, adjourned to meet on 
Thursday next. - 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Thursday, Dec. 27. Petitions were presented this 
day from the citizens of Windham Co. Cont. Monroe 
and Rensselaer counties N. Y. severally praying for 
protection to domestic manufactures, by a revision of the 
tariff on imports. 

By Mr. McDufie, of citizens of Abbeville and Edge- 
field districts; in South Carolina, against an increase of 
duties on foreign, by way of protection to domestie manu- 
factures. Laid on the table and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. Caméreleng, trom the committee on commerce, 
to whom was referred the petitions of James Miller, 
James Robertson, William H. Ellis and Joshua Prentiss, 
surveyors of the customs, praying for additional com- 
pensation for the discharge of their respective duties, made 
a report which was.read, and ordered to lie on the table. 

r. Everett, fram the committee on the library, sub- 
mitted to the house a list of manuscripts, and printed 
books, relating to America, in the possession of Obadiah 
Rich, esq. consul of the United States, at Valencia, in 
Spain. This list was direeted to be printed, and 1,000 
extra copies of it to be struck off. 

On motion of Mr. Everett the clerk of the house was 
rr to purchase 50 copies of ‘‘Elliott’s diplomatic 
code. 

The following resolution, submitted by Mr. Miner, on 
Monday last, wastaken up, and read: 

** Resolved, That the secretary of war be directed to 
lay before this house a statement of the number of mili- 
tary land warrants due to officers and soldiers of the re< 
volutionary war, which remain in his office uncalled for, 
designating the number of warrants and quantity of lanc 
due to the line of each state, respectively. And that he 
also state what number of such warrants have issued from 
the war department within the last five years.” 

A short debate occurred on the propriety of passing 
the above resolution, between Messrs. Condict, Miner, 
Mc Coy, and Wight; when, on motion of the last named 
gentleman, it was laid on the table. 

Mr. Woodcock submitted the following: 

Hesolved, That the committee on the judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire, and report to this house, whether, 
under the act, entitled, “An act to provide for certain 
peeey engaged in the land and naval service of the 

nited States, in the revolutionary war,” and the seve- 
ral acts amending the same, the secretary of the war de- 
partment is authorized to suspend the payment of a pen~ 
sion granted under said acts, on the ground of the impris- 
onment of the pensioner for crime, during the contmu- 
ance of such imprisonment. 

Mr. Woodcock briefly explained the purpose of the 
resolution, which he had presented at the suggestion oi 
the secretary of war, who was not clear as to his duty in 
the case referred to, and was desirous of obtaining an ex- 
pression of the opinion of the committee to whom this re- 
solution was to be referred. A case had happened in his 
own district, where the pension of a man had been sus- 
pended in consequence ofhis imprisonment for the com- 
mission of a crime, and he wished the question to be set- 
tled. 

Mr. Floyd, of Va. objected to this, as an anusual course 
to be pursued by the head of a department, to get a sub- 
ject into this house. Itfhad formerly been customary, when 
any doubt was felt by an officer of the government, as t© 
the mode of discharging his duty, to refer the question to 
the attorney general of the United States. This was the 
proper mode, and he saw no difficulty in pursuing it on 


the present oecasion. 
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Mr. Sprague,of Maine, suggested that the proper re- 
ference of the resolution would be to the committee on 
the judiciary. ~ 

Mr. Woodcock, so modified his resolution, and in this 
form it was adopted. 

Mr. Everett submitted the following: 

Resolved, That the president of the United States be 
requested to communicate to this house, (if the public 
interest permit), the recent correspondence between the 

vernments of the United States and Brazil, and any 
other documents in the department of state connected 
with the subject of discussion between the two govern- 
ments. 

By the rule, this resolution.lies on the table one day. 

On motion of Mr. Hamilton, it was 

Resolved, That the committee on commerce be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of so revising the 
duties on wines, as to equalize the same in reference to 
the prime cost of the several kinds and qualities of wine, 
and their productiveness of revenue. 

Mr. Brent, submitted the following: 

Resolved, That the president of the United States be 
requested to inform this house, (if not incompatible with 
the public interest), whetherany representation or ar- 
rangement to or with the Mexican government, has been 
made, so as to enable the citizens of the United States 
to recover debts and property belonging to them from 

ns absconding from the United States, and taking re- 
uge within the limits of that government; and whether any 
steps have been taken to establish the boundary of the 
United States between the state of Louisiana and the pro- 
vince of Texas. 

By the rule, this resolution lies on the table one day. 

Sundry bills, received from the senate, were read the 
first and second time, and referred to committees. 

The speaker laid before the house a communication 
from the first comptroller relative to old balances, which 
was read and laid on the table. 

On motion of Mr. Concict, 

The joint standing committee, on enrolled bills, was or- 
dered to be appointed. 

On motion of Mr. Van Renssellaer, it wa; 

Ordered, That, when an adjournment for to-day shall 
take place, the house will adjourn to meet again on Mon- 
day next, the 31st instant. 

And then the house adjourned. 

Monday, Dec.31. After the presentation of petitions, 
Xe. 

Mr. Mallary, from the eommittee on manufactures, 
reported the following resolution: , 

Resolved, That the committee on manufactures be 
vested with power and authority to send for persoas and 
papers. 

‘ Mr. McDuffie objected to the resolution as out of or- 
er. 

The speaker decided that as the resolution was a re- 
port of a committee, it was in order. 

Mr. .Mallary said that it would be proper to make one 
or two remarks in regard to his own views of the resolu- 
tion which had just been offered. Having dischargéd-his 
duty to the committee by offering the resolution, he felt 
that he had now a duty to discharge to himself. He 
would do this ina single word. He had opposed the 
passage of the resolution in the committee, aud although 
1¢ had offered it in obedience to the instructions of the 
committee, he should give it his opposition in the house. 

Mr. Strong considered that the resolution was one 
very extraordinary in its character. Such was the im- 
pression which had been made va his mind when the 
resolution was read, and perhaps that first impression may 

ewrong. He would be glad, however, if some mem- 
ber of the committee which had instructed that the reso- 
lution be offered, would state some reason why that com- 
mittee required to be clothed with power to send for 
pistons and papers. Cogent reasons ought to be given 

cfore so unusual a proposition should be acceded to by 
the house. 

[On which there commenced a debate that lasted the 
whole day. We can only give a very meagre skeleton of 
it, though a full report oft two or three spee ies, as strik- 
ing immediately at the mierits of the proposition, must be 


enserted, 


LE LD 





Mr. Wie, of Ohio, earnestly called for the reasons 


291 
mm —— —- 
which had induced the adoption of this resolution by the 
committee. He said is itan mquiry merely for the pur- 
pose of information, or what? Is it to discover whether 
there are facts to support the expediency of encouraging 
manufactures, or whether it is In our power to impose a 
tariff? It will not do for us to be told that there is no in- 
formation withm the reach of the committee. Informa- 
tion has flowed in upon us from every source. It is im- 
portant that the true reason should be disclosed in or- 
der that we act understandingly.—There is nothing new 
in the proposition to lay duties on imports both for th 

urpose of revenue and protection. Such a system had 

een advocated for both these objects, from time to time, 
ever since the formation of the government, &e. 

Mr. Stevenson stated that as one of the members of 
the committee. who had voted for the resolution, not as 
one who had proposed it, he would state one or two rea~ 
sons which had induced him to agree to it. Numerous 
memorials had been presented to congress praying for an 
increase of the tariff, but they were contradictory as to the 
facts upon which the prayer of the memorials were found. 
They make assertions, but do not enter sufficiently into 
details to enable the committee to draw any conclusive 
opinions from their statements. The object of the reso- 
lution is to invest the committee with power to send for 
persons and papers, in order to obtain such informationas 
would enable the committee clearly to determine on 
what articles additional protection is required, and hav~- 
ing obtained that point, to fix the quantum of protectiop 
which is proper or necessary. In addition to this infor- 
mation, the facts which the committee would be thus en- 
abled to obtain, would aid them in forming a judgment as 
to the mode and manner of fixing that quantum, and the 
material bearing of the operation on the principle of 
protection itself. ‘The committee were desirous to ob- 
tain the best information which could be had, in the most 
authentic form, to do justice and to arrive at fair conelu- 
sions, in order to promote the best interests of the 
union. As far as he knew, the committee felt no particular 
solicitude for the adoption of the resolution. . hey were 
willing to go on in the performance of their duties by 
such lights as they already had, but it was their desire 
to obtain as much more information as possible, and the 
had resolved to devolye upon the house the responsibili- 
ty of rejecting the application for more light. He repeat- 
ed that the committee had no feeling, no solicitude, no 
personal objects to accomplish, by this proposition— 
that they sought nothing further than to obtain facts. 
They had offered the resolution asking for the means of 
more correct information than they possessed, and on the 
house would be devolved the responsibility of denying 
it. ‘The committee would be exonerated from all conse~- 
quences which might arise from the many errors into 
which they might fall in consequence of such refusal. 
Nor would it hereafter be competent for the house, or 
any member to charge them with those errors when the 
opportunity of obtaming more perfect information was 
refused. 

These were in part, or wholly, the motives which in- 
duced the committee to offer the resolution. It remained 
for the house to take such course as it might deem . 
It wasthe duty of the committee to submit the proposi- 
tion to the house, that they might have the privilege of 
obtaining the best information. 

He briefly 











Mr. Stewart rose to offer an amendment. 
noticed the progress of the tariff bill which passed in 
1824, with reference to the dates of proceedings. He 
said that some gentlemen spoke of breaking up and. go- 
ing home on the 4th of March, and asked, ‘*what then 
is to become of this measure? It must share the fate of 
the bill of last session,’ He therefore submitted au 
amendment, to strike out all after the word resolved, 
and insert the following: 

‘That it is expedient to amend the present existing 
tariff by increasing the duties on the following importa 
tions: | 

1. Raw wool and woollens, 
2. Bar iron, 

3. Hemp and flax, 

4. Foreign distilled spirits, 
5. Fine and printed cottons, 

Resolved, That provision should be made by law to 
prevent, as far as practicable, the frauds and evasion 
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now practised by foreign importers, to the prejudice of 
both the revenue and American manufactures. 

Resolved, That the committee on manufactures be in- 
structed to report a bill or bills, conformably to the fore- 
gong resolutions. 

The speaker pronounced the amendment to be out of 
order, as the amendment was a distinct proposition from 
the original resolution. 

Mr. Strong said he had listened to the remarks of the 
Geriemen who had spoken in behalf of the committee. 

e had originally considered the resolution very extra- 
ordinary im its character, and the remarks which he had 
subsequently heard, had fully justified that view. We 
are now told that the object of the resolution is to far- 
nish the committce with information which may enable 
them to make up their minds as to what specific protection 
ahall be given to specific articles. Whether the duty up- 
ona vata of tape 1s to be acent more or less. And also 
to devolve upon the house the responsibility of refusing 
that information. What then is the state of the subject. 
He would give his views with all possible brevity. This 
subject had heen before the house for about ten years. 
It attacted the attention of congress in 1816—1821—1823 
—1824 and 1826. ‘The whole nation, almost in a body, is 
allied to the subject. All the information that can pos- 
sibly be elicited is in the shape of reports embodied in the 
records of the house. What will be the progress of this 
measure? It proposes to clothe the committee with the 
whole power of the house, that they may send for b= 
sons and papers. Where would they go for them? Will 


they go to Baltimore, Philadelphia, New York? Will 
the stop even at Boston? Will they not send to New 
Orleans! 


should their discretion allow ‘them to do so. 
If they choose, they may go through the United States, 
from Machias to the southern frontier. After they have 
obtained every thing, when and in what shape will it come 
betore the house, if it is intended to wait to embody all 
this information? Is it even probable that a bill will be 
reported? This is not all. What is the nature of the 
power which is demanded!? What is the meaning of 
studing the sergeant-at-arms through the country? Who- 
ever is attached by that officer, whether in Maine or 
Louisiana, must come here. Whenever the process 
may be served upon him he must come. There can be 
no power there which can excuse him. This is not all. 
What is the object for which this power is usually con- 
ferred? Is it not to detect crime and bring the guilty to 
punishment? Is there any other subject matter for which 
this power is exercised? When we wish to pursue cri- 
minals and to bring them to trial and punishment, we 
ive this power. But what is the avowed objeet in this 
instance? To inform the judgment of a committee. If 
we grant it in this instance may not the same power be 
asked in relation to every other subject referred toa 
committee? No matter of what kind or character it may 
be, every committee will have a right to ask the same 
power. A proposition had never before been heard of, 
to clothe an ordinary committee with power to force ci- 
tizens here: to do what? To enable that committee to de- 
cide on mere matter of opinion. He believed that to 
such an exercise of power the free people of this union 
would never submit. We had not yet eome to that point 
when submission to such an authority would be expected, 
He had regarded the subject as so important, that his 
sense of duty would not allow him to be silent. 

Mr. Storrs followed—he regarded the course as ex- 
tremely novel and unexpected, and decidedly opposed 
the resolution as being unveeessary. That ample facts 
Were at hand, &c, in the treasury report and other 
papers; and he spoke warmly agaist the delay which 
would grow out of the proceeding. To vote for it, he 
argued, would be to defeat the whole measure. He hop- 
exl, that it would be rejected, and that the committee 
would give to the house a project of its own. He con- 
eluded by demanding that when the question was taken, 
the ayes and noes should be ordered—which was agreed 
to. 

Mr. Oakley said, that the resolution appeared to be 
couched in too general terms. He did not think the lan- 
guage sufficiently explicit. He had understood from the 
member of the committee who had explained its object, 
that the information which it asked, was intended to en- 
lighten the judgment of tlre committee and of the house. 


~~ 





He thought, therefore, that it should be expressed in 
more explicit terms, and would move to amend the reso- 
lution, by adding to it the following words: 

‘‘With a view to ascertain and report to this house 
such facts as it may be useful to guide the judgment of 
the house in relation to the revision of the tariff of duties 
on imported goods.” 

Mr. Stevenson hoped that the amendment would not 
pass; its effect would be to bring on the very difficulty 
which gentlemen deprecated, that of delay. In prepar- 
ing the resolution, the committee had in view its possible 
effect on the measure as related to time, and he could 
say in reply to the suggestion which had been thrown 
out of an opposite tendency, that there was no intention 
on the part of the committee to procrastinate. It was 
the wish of the committee, that the resolution should be 
so worded as not to defeat the general object, which 
might be injuriously operated upen by a hasty report. 
The argument of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Storrs], was fallacious, because the committee had de- 
termined to make a report to the house within a reason- 
able time. It would not be necessary to send either to 
New Orleans or Missouri. But he believed, that the 
committee should have the power to call for information 
of a more definite character upon some subjects, not up- 
on all, for the committee did possess accurate informa~ 
tion upon some points, But they felt that through the 
medium of the power they asked, they may be enabled 
to obtain more information than they do possess. He 
would not dwell upon the arguments of the gentleman 


‘from New York, because they are predicated upon de- 


lay, and he was authorized to say, that in the course of 
the ensuing month the committee would at all events 
make a report. He had stated before, that it was nota 
matter of solicitude on the part of the committee, whe- 
ther the power was given or not. They had presented 
the resolution, if the house should adopt it, well; if not, 
the committee should go on in the performance of their 
duty, and act without it in the best manner they could. 

He would only say in addition, that for want of full in- 
formation upon a certain subject, the house at its last 
session bad passed a bill, which had it gone into opera- 
tion would have been in effect afraud on the wool grow- 
ers. They had anticipated that an efficient duty wouli 
have been imposed on foreign wool. Whe treasury re- 
shows that the proposed duty on wool would have 

een altogether inoperative. To sustain this statement 
he read an extract relative to the returns of wool in the 
port of Boston, showing that there had been a great in- 
crease in the quantity of coarse wool under the value ot 
ten cents the pound, imported during the last year, while 
there had been a great decrease in the importation of 
wool of a superior quality. The quantity which would 
have come under the operation of the bill, of the wool 
imported into Boston was about 396,000 pounds, while 
nearly one anda half millons of pounds imported there 
would have been exempt from its operation. This arose 
from the want of a due examination of the faets by the 
eommittee. Had they taken pains, gone fully into the 
subject, and taken nothing for acre § they would have 
mate that provision for the wool growers which the bill 
professed to give. He had stated this fact in order to 
shew to the house the propriety of giving to the com- 
mittee all the authority which they asked. He repeated 
that it was not a matter of feeling on the part of the com- 
mittee; and in disposing of the resolution the house wouli! 
use its diseretion. In any event the committee will re- 
port in January. 

Mr. Mallary rose to state briefly the reasons which 
induced him to vote against the resolution. They had 
been principally stated by other gentlemen, and he should 
not have risen but for the remarks which had just fallen 
from the gentleman from Pennsylvania 

Mr. Gakley rose to order. He suggested that on 4 
proposition to amend, it was not eompetent to discuss 
a merits of the question. 

r. Mallary stated that although an amendment had 
been offeredgby the gentleman from New York, it does 
not at all vary the principle of the original resolution, 
and the same observations would apply as.to the amen¢- 
ment to the resolution. On the subject before the comm!t 
tee, he considered that the people had acted with a grea’ 
degree of intelligence. For several years they had beeo 
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before congress with the expression of their wants and 
their wishes. No further information could be obtained, 
if the committee were to summon the whole of the U. 
States. Again: as respects the peculiar situation of par- 
ticular articles, have we not all the information we can 

t by the exertion of the power which is now asked? It 

d been said that the woollen trade is not depressed; 
and that we ought to give protection to the manufactur- 
ing of spirits and other articles. As practical men, we 
£an require no more information on this subject than we 
already possess. And on thisground, therefore, he op- 
posed the resolution. His next objection was the delay 
which would arise from the passage of this resolution. — 
We should not be able to arrive at conclusions satisfacto- 
ry to the people. ‘The committee had already been or- 
ganized four weeks. The subject nad been before them 
nearly that time, and the importance of the present reso- 
Jution was as manifest three weeks ago as now. The com- 
rittee knew what information the official sources yielded 
to them; they knew the sentiments of the people from the 


memorials; and _ were not ignorant of the nature of 


the arguments which should be urged for and against the 
measure. There was another ground of objection. ‘There 
was not a memorial before the committee which was not 
‘Signed ae of the most respectable inhabitants of the 
district from which it came; inhabitants who are well 
known to the members of this house. If the power ask- 
ed for by this resolution were to be exercised to bring 
those persons here to express their views of the inte- 
rests of those sections to which they belong, from now 
to July, we should get no further information. 1n the 
meantime, the delay would eperate injuriously on the 
measure, while, with the mass of information derived 
from high authority, before the committee, they might 
goon. Again: if all this information was unsatisfactory, 
there are gentlemen on this floor who are well acquainted 
with the condition of the manufacturers in their respec- 
tive districts. They are perfectly familiar with the state 
of the different sections of the country. The gentleman 
from New York knows the condition of these interests in 
Utica and Oneida, not from any partial reports, but from 
the best sources arising out of observation and intercourse. 
The, committee could receive from members of the house 
abundant information of this character. There was no 
doubt onhis mind but they could collect, in this way, all 
that-eould be obtained by this power which is now asked 
for, and he should be willing to adoptthat course, which 
avould throw a great mass of information into the com- 
mittee to enable them to act with a perfect knowledge 
of the subject. These views led him to oppose’the re- 
solution. 

With a view to collateral effect, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania had referred to the bill of last session. He 
lid not know that the merits of that bill were now to be 
brought into discussion. It had gone to its tomb, and he 
had not expected it would be again dragged forth. It was 
said that that measure was a fraud upon the agriculturist 
—that the committee had been deceived, and that it was 
now important to have more full information. The com- 
mittee made an egregious blunder, and care was to 
be'taken lest it fall again. What was this blunder? - It 
was shown at the time both to the committee and to the 
house, that so great was the accumulation of capital in 
Massachusetts, that spindles enough could be set in ope- 
ration in 24 hours, to consume all the steck of wool on 
hand. <A prospective duty was, therefore, imposed, lest 
by laying heavy duties immediately, importations should 
be suddenly stopped, and an injurious check be thus 
given to our manutacturing operations. Did we require 

ersons to be sent for to give us information to keep the 
farmers from being cheated? Did not every man know, 
from the information he had before him, thatthe vote on 
that occasion was for a prospective duty, which wowld 
cause a temperary influx of a foreign article. The spin- 
dles in operation woukl carry off all the domestic wool, 
and the prospective duty was laid on to induce a supply 
of the foreign article, before it took place. As to the in- 


-troduction of the different qualities of wool, he knew no 


inference that could be drawn from it, except that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania was desirous to put a duty 
on the coarsest wool. 


The speaker here stated that the hour appropriated to 
resolutions fiad passed 





—— —-~+ -— oe - - 


Mr. Mallary moved to suspend the rule, ayes 175— 
the rule was therefore sambettied. 

Mr. Mallary said he had but a single remark to make 
as regards the subject of coarse wool. In order to pre 
vent fraud on the farmers, is it necessary that we should 
send for persons to shew what quantities of coarse wool 
is imported? Cannot we get this information from other 
and more direct sources? 

Mr. Ingham called the gentleman to order. He did 
not consider that it was in order to enter into a discug- 
sion of the tariff of last session, and every other tariff, 

The speaker requested the gentleman from Vermont, 
to confine his remarks to the question. 

Mr. Mallary said that the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia had gone into some observations on the bill of the 
last session, without being checked in that course. As 
those observations were calculated to make an injurious 
impression, he had thought it necessary to reply to them, 
but as he was considered out of order, he would refrain 
from further remarks. 

Mr. Livingston followed in favor of the resolution. He 
wished the information that might be thus obtained, and 
referred to several subjects. He observed—This is said 
to be a new proposition. It is too new in our legislation. 
Look at Great Britain, whose parliament sits in London, 
the greatest commercial city in the world, and where 
every member has information at hand; there is nota 
single measure of importance in which mercantile inte- 
rests are concerned, where the power of examination is 
not used. It isa most reasonable practice, and it is es- 
pecially so here where we are hundreds of miles from 
our commercial marts. How am I, who am no com- 
mercial man, to gain information? He believed the ob- 
jections to the resolution were utterly groundless; he could 
not see what advantage could arise from the testimony of 
members of this house. He wished the manufacturers 
to be brought torward, and thus to remove any impression 
that their complaints were false, because they kept back 
information while they asked relief. In every point of 
view in which he could examine the subject, he saw enly 
clear reasons for voting in favor of the resolution. 

Mr. Oakley, after a few remarks, withdrew his amend- 
ment, and in lieu of it moved to strike out all the words 
of the original resolution, after the word resolved, and to 
insert the following words: 

‘‘That the committee on manufactures be empowered 
to send for and toexamine persons on oath, coneerning the 
present condition of our manufactures, and to report the 
minutes of sach examination to this house.” 

Mr. Stewart said, we are asked by the gentleman 
from Louisiana, if we will deprive the committee of in- 
formation? No. Is not the committee which is now 
constituted in possession of all the means of information 
which other committees have heretofore had before them? 
Do they not possess the ordinary means of all former 
committees? And may not other committeesas well ask 
for this power as the committee on manufactures? Are 
not the committee on manufactures at this session pos- 
sessed of more information than former committees?— 
‘They have the benefit of the information collected at All 
previous periods. What have they done after a whole 
month’s consideration? It they required more infor- 
mation than was before them, could they not follow the 
course of other committees? If they had sought it by let- 
ters, it would perhaps have been in their possession in all 
srobability before now. Have they written any letters? 

le should be glad to have his colleague answer this 
question. Have they not all the able reports which were 
made on the subject of the tariff in 1816 and in 1821?— 
Have they not all the information collected in 1824, by 
the indefatigable labors of the chairman, Mr. Tod? Had 
they not all the lights afforded by a four or five months de- 
bate? Have they not all the information obtained at tlie 
last session on the files of the house, and accessible to 
them? Have they not all the facts and information col- 
lected and transmitted here tor their special benefit, in the 
volumnious report of the Harrisburg convention? Infor- 
mation possessed by no formercomnnittee. It is impossible 
to obtain more light than is here shed upon this subject. 
Yet his colleague, Mr. Stevenson, had said that he wanted 
information, and referred to the fact wanted at the last 
session on the subject of wool. He has furnished the 


‘facts. Where did he find them? In the report of te 
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secretary of the treasury. Did he wish to send for per- 
sons and papers to obtain this report which is on our 
jiles? He presumed not. Are they about to send for 
the manufacturers—for the chamber of commerce—to 
the south for governor Giles and Dr. Cooper to deliver 
a lecture on political economy, or for the farmers of the 
country—If so, it would require a regiment of sergeants- 
at-arms.—If it was proposed to send for the manufactur- 
ers, he had no wish to have them brought here. He was 
‘legislating for the farmers,—to build up the farming in- 
terests. ‘The farmers want a market for their wool, and 
they could only get it by protection being given to the 
manufacturers. He would not consent to any delay, 
where the delay would amount to an indefinite post- 

onement of the measure. 
««Mr. Cambreleng spoke to order. The resolution re- 
ferred to manufacturers not to farmers. 

The speaker decided that Mr. Stewart was in order. 

Mr. Stewart resumed—He wished to know if they 
intended to send for the farmers to New England, Pitts- 
burg, and others places. He hoped the committee would 
indicate the objeet, and the extent to which this power 
would be exerted, before the vote was taken. He re- 

eated that he was not legislating here for manufacturers, 

ut for the farmers. He objected to the resolution be- 
cause it was unnecessary. 

He had hoped that a bill would have been presented 
before this time, &e. 


Mr. Buchanan supported the resolution. He said.— 
Tt had been earnestly urged that a vote against this re- 
solution, was to be regarded as in fact a vote against the 
whole policy of domestic manufactures. He must pro- 
test against this inference. The true method of protec- 
tion, in his opinion, was to proceed cautiously, and to 
adopt measures which would be generally acceptable to 
the great agricultural interests. If gentlemen had sup- 


Mr. Wright, of N. Y. a member of the committee? 
said—The committee had been annonneed three weeks 
ago, not four, as had been represented. Not 2 single 
petition or memorial on the subject had been before the 
committee for some days. After some days, a few peti- 
tions, brief and concise; from two or three states, were 
senttothem. If then, gentlemen who had expressed 
themselves in terms of surprise on the inactivity of the 
committee, had examined, they would have seen that no 
documents having reference to the subject, had been sub- 
mitted to the committee, until the session had conside- 
rably advanced. There was indeed, a docunient con- 
taining the preceedings of what was called the national 
convention in Pennsylvania, before the members of the 
house and the committee, but as this did not come be- 
fore them in an official form, they did not act upon it. 

ile proceeded to deseant upon the want of information. 
He felt no anxiety onthe subject; but he had stated the 
difficulty to the house, and asked for assistance. Ifthe 
house say the request is improper, it would not be grant- 
ed; and he would act according to his best judgment. 
He had merely stated his object, and he left the house to 
determine. He would made one suggestion to his col- 
league who offered the amendment. is lang does 
not require persons to bring papers. ‘That his colleague 
might see what were his views, and, if he thought ptoper, 
might modify his amendment to meet'them, he would 
put a suppositious case: suppose the committee were to 
send for the agent of a manufacturer, with a view to get 
precise information as to the condition of the establish- 
ment; the agent would be required to bring the books of 
the establishment with him, to render the information 
which he should give sufficiently specific. With this 
remark he would leave the question to the house. 

Mr. Cambreleng supported the amendment; for reasons 
stated, he was anxious that the committee should have 





posed that a fatal delay would be the consequence of | Power to claim all information. He did not believe that 


nassing this resolution, he could not possibly tell how 
they could continue to think so, after the declarations 
which had been made by a member of the committee.— 
'Fhey had been told that a bill would be reported next 
month, and as early in the month as possible. For gen- 
tlemen then to say, that the object or effect of this pro- 
position would be an injurious delay, seemed to him very 
extraordinary. If two men fall out ina dispute, the laws 
compel individuals to appear, in order that just and 
right might, be done. Is it extraordinary that when a bill 
js to pass affecting all—is it to be deemed an extraordi- 
nary power to bring before the committee on manufae- 
tures, persons who are capable of giving information?— 
dle professed to be friendly to domestic manufactures; 
more than that, he believed that woollen goods required 
more protection. He had no doubt on the subject; but 
the question was as to the amount of protcetion. 


Mr. Randolph rose to offer barcly a single suggestion 
in addition to the valuable observations which had fallen 
from the gentleman from Louisiana—one which consider- 
ing the professional habits and professional eminence of 
that gentleman, he wondered that lie should have over- 
looked. It was that this proposition gives us the benefit 
of viva voce, in opposition to written evidence. And al- 
though no professional man himself, he could not but be 
sensible of the difference between the viva voce testimo- 
ny of a witness, who can be cross-examined, and written 
statements made according to the chancery mode, where 
the witness is never seenatall. The difference is pre- 
cisely that which exists between a true and a false conclu- 
sion. He did not wish to interfere between the two col- 
leagues from Pennsylvania, 

“Non nostrum tantas componere lites.” 
The debate was something new. ‘The gentleman from 


Pennsylvania behind him had discovered and avowed | 


that come former cgmmittee of the house had made a re- 
port an the same day in the next month. If facts like 
these are now brought forward, who knows what new and 
important facts may be elicited from the persons to. be 
brought here to be examined concerning manufactures. 

Mr S.2}¥oad denied that the house had judicial power 
exeept in contested elections and malversation in office. 

Mr: Burges proposed that the discussion should be 
gre and the speaker instrueted to cause the re- 
‘ 


‘ords to be examined tcr a precedent. Negatived. 


it would be necessary to send from Machias to Florida, 
| He understood that delegations were coming onhere from 
, different districts. There was especially one from the 
dictriet represented by his colleague near him, (Mr. Oak- 
: ley), who was delegated to represent the manufacturers 
of that section. He should wish himself to go before 
the committee; and he hoped every member of the house 
would do so. He wished to examine that gentleman 
himself, as he had recently made additions to his manu~ 
factory. 
Surprise had been expressed that this power should be 
asked, and it was said to be unprecedented. He con- 
| sidered it unprecedented for any party or set of men to 
attempt to stifle mformation. ‘The object of the pro 
| sition 1s, to obtain information on the subject of manufac- 
| tures; not after their condition this month, or last; but 
| their general condition. He did not wish to depend on 
memorials for this mformation, but to adopt the practice 
, of the British parliament, and proceed to viva vote ex- 
‘aminations. Some of the manufacturers represented 
, themselves as being in a rumed state, while others told a 
different story. He wished to have a full examination 
into the subject. He hoped, therefore, that the resolu- 
tion would pass, and that all the information would be 
laid before us. 

Mr. Oakley said he would submit very briefly his rea- 
| sons forthe adoption of the resolution. One of his col- 
| leagues had started a doubt as to the power of the house. 
He was himself of the opinion that it was to be found in 
the common law of parliament, which gives all the power 
that is necessary to secure the attainment of any informa- 
tion which is necessary for correct legislation. It does 
not follow that the power will be used coercively. If it 
was thought that there was a fear of this, the resolution 
/might be so modified as to prevent it. But gentlemen 

are mistaken if they suppose there will be any opportu- 
nity for coercion. ‘The manufacturers will be anxious to 
come with their information. His colleague had refer- 
red to a gentleman in his district; that gentleman is dele- 
gatcd to this city; he is a man of great experience and 
intelligence, and he will be anxious to go before the com- 
mittee to give information. 183 

(Mr. Oakley proceeded at considerable length, to ar- 
gue that the proceeding would not cause delay. He pro- 
| teated against the inference.} The house will have the 

power to prevent any umecessary delay. If the ecom- 
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mittee should so exercise the power as to lead to the be- 
lief that delay is intended, they could apply a corrective, 
and there are gentlemen here who are vigilant enough to 
detect the intention. Where then can be the objection to 
inquiry. He had supposed that there could be no ob- 
jection for a proposition so reasonable, 

One of his colleagues had spoken of this power as dan- 
gerous—as a power to which the people were not accus- 
tomed, and as intended to be used to force individuals to 
testify. To meet the objection, he had been disposed 
to modify the resolution so as to specify the object while 
giving the power. He wished that the people should see 
‘that the friends of this resolution were not opposed to 
domestic manufactures. Whether the resolution was 
adopted or not, his views in relation to that subject would 
undergo no variation. But he wished to have it ascer- 
tained whether a man of sufficient skill, management, 
andeconomy, could not invest his capital in a manufac- 
ee oy ishment, with a reasonable prospect of pro- 
fit, There are some gentlemen who are satisfied that 
this cannot be done. He was not so satisfied—if it could 
be made apparent to him, no man would be more ready 
to go further than himself on the subject of protection, 
but he was opposed to pushing the measure withovt in- 
formation. If the friends of the manufacturers believe 
what they say, no harm can arise from the inquiry. 
Truth cannot injure their cause. 

Mr. §. Wood was not satisfied with the answer of his 
colleague, that the power to coerce is justified by the com- 
mon law of parliament. The law of parliament and the 
law of congress are essentially different. ‘I'he one is un- 
der a written constitution, the other is not. He believ- 
ed, however, that the individuals examined in England, 
on the corn laws, and other important questions, went 
voluntarily, and that no coercion was used. To con- 
gress the power was only given in the two cases he had 
already mentioned. Incases of impeachment and con- 
tested elections—what is the power’? You must exer- 
cise coercion either by subpena or warrant. Ifthe per- 
sons will not answer, they will be committed for con- 
tempt, such isthe practice of courts. Courts, however, 
are governed by certain rules, but our committees have 
no rule but their own diseretion. This was their only 
limit. It was proposed to send for books and papers— 
this was in fact an inquisition. If the resolution were 
modified so as to permit those who offered no objection, 
to come with their testimony, he would not oppose it. 

Mr. Stevenson asked for the reading of a resolution 
offered afew daysago by Mr. Brent, on the subject of 
the public lots in this city, which contained a power to 
the committee to send for persons and papers. 

Mr. Sprague’and Mr. Oakley made some remarks 
as to the power asked. The latter said if it was doubt- 
ed, it would be best to take time to consider it. 

Ir. Wright, of Ohio, if he understood the question 
Hefore the house, presented in this aspect; the com- 
mittee on manufactures ask of the house to confer upon 
it on chen to send for persons and papers, without speci- 
fying any particular object for which the power is sought. 
‘The amendment offered by the gentle. an from New 

‘ork; (Mr. Oakley) proposes to grant t.e power to ex- 
amine witnesses, on oath; touching the present condition 
of our manufactories, and to report their testimony to the 
house. I sought, said Mr. W. in the inquiries I before 
‘lireeted to the committee, mformation which would ena- 
ble me to discharge the duty devolved upon me, that I 
might vote understandingly on the proposition. J do not 
desire to withhold any information that can be obtained, 
hearing onthe subject before the committee. I have 
listened, sir, attentively, not only to what has been said 
by the two gentlemen who are members of the commit- 
tee, but also to what has fallen from all the other gentle- 
men who have addressed the chair, in the hope of learn- 
ing the specific beneficial object to be attained by agree- 
ing to the proposition of the committtee, but have listen- 
ed in vain. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. 
Stevenson) from the committee, informs you he wants 
the power to send for persons and papers, in order to ob- 
tain information that will reconcile the contradictory 
statements in the memorials sent to the committee; that 
will: advise him what subjects require an increase of duty 
and the quantum of inerease; that will remove the com- 








volve upon the house the responsibility of refusing the ine 
formation sought. The gentleman from New York, 
(Mr. Wright) who is also a member of the committee, 
wishes the power granted that the committee may ascer- 
tain, what subjects need protection, the quantum of in- 
crease in the duty that will attain the prudential point, 
and to enable the committee to sustain their billor re- 
port when before the house. It will be seen, sir, by 
any gentleman, who will advert to the inquiries made, 
that the information given by the committee does not 
touch the subject, and is not satisfactory. After all we 
have heard from different quarters of the house, who éah 
say to what point the inquiries of the committee will be 
directed? Do they want information of our capacity to 
manufacture woollen goods, or iron, or any other article? 
or whether either are protected? We are not told, and 
we know not, only from conjecture. It is true, the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, Nok Stevenson) speaks of 
the quantity of wool imported into Boston for three years 
past, showing a constant decrease in the quantity of fine 
wool, and a corresponding increase inthe quantity of 
coarse wool imported; but 1 am not able now to see fin 
that fact affects the question, or, if it does, the gentleman 


seems informed on the subject. He has already the in- 
formation he desired. 


In discussing this subject it is proper to inquire if this 
house is possessed of the extraordinary power sought to 
be conferred on this committee, and if it is, whether it 
is expedient to exercise that power on this oceasion? I 
will not affirm, sir, that the house has not the power; far 
fam ready to confess, that on that subject, my mind is not 
free of doubt. Lam awarethat the power is exercised by 
the parliament of England; but I cannot admit that every 
thing that has been done by that body, may be done by 
this house, ‘The power is exercised in parliament un- 
der some limitations and restrictions, which Lam not now 
peererse to particularize. I may be permitted to gay, 
iowever, that a strong argument against the existencé of 
the power in this house, is found in the fact that, from the 
adoption of the constitution until this period, during all 
the different subjects discussed in congress, during all the 
former animated and warm discussions on the tariff ques- 
tion, it has never been sought to confer this power on any 
committee of the house, except on subjects connected 
with the discharge of its judicial functions; and no such 
committee has ever before asked to have this powér ¢on- 
ferred. Ido not say this is conslusive that we havé not 
the power, but I think it well worthy of serious consid 
ration . 


[Mr. Wright proceeded at length. He regarded the 

power asked for as inexpedient in its exercise. As a pre- 
cedent it was dangerous. It would lead to the-exerecist © 
of inquisitorial powers.} Are gentlemen prepared, sir, 
to establish an inquisition in this country, that shall pry 
into the business concerns of individuals, upon commen 
subjects of general legislation? [hope not. The delay 
attending the exercise of this power, if granted, will, in 
my opinion, inevitably defeat any efficient legislation, 
having for its object protection to our manufacturers, 
during the present session. I do not mean to say the 
committee so intend; but, I do mean to say, such is the 
natural tendency of the proposition, and such, J think, 
will be itsresult, It is singular, sir, that at this particu- 
lar.time, when the country is alive to this subject, it should 
be thought adyisabie to introduce this proposition, Are, 
gentlemen prepared to say to those who have so long 
asked yor protection, go your way, we do not understand 
your ¢jaims? . 
" Mr. Randolph said that never, since he had the honor 
of a seat on this floor, about 30 years, had there been a 
shadow of doubt as to the existenee of this power. A 
short time before he came here, it was within § six 
weeks of thirty years ago, an act was passed giving to 
the chairman of select committees power to administer 
oaths and examine witnesses, and attaching to any false 
testimony the crimes and penalties inflected for perjury. 
This law was re-enacted in 1817. |The first law was in 
February, 1798, and those were hard unconstitutional 
times, and should not be drawn into a precedent, but 
was re-enacted in better times. S860) 

Mr. Sprague was glad the gentleman from Virgitfia 


mittee from any imputaticn of errors; amd that will de-} trad produced evidence to show this authority existed. 
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Mr. Randolph said it was not to send for persons 
- Mr. Sprague said he agreed fully with the gentlemen. 
The law shows the resolution to be unnecessary. Accord- 
ing to the argument of the gentleman from New York, 
that gentleman had said that all the persons he wished 
to examine will flock to the committee; and if it could be 
shown that they had the power to examine, he would 
come te the same conclusion with himself, that the con- 
clusion was unnecessary. Power then is unnecessary, 
‘unless it is necessary to be exercised. The gentleman 
had shewn it was unnecessary. The law of 1817, had 
extended the power to chairmen of standing committees. 
If persons came hefore the committee as witnesses under 
thatlaw, the committee has power to examine them. 
‘The power now asked then, is extraordinary. 

_ Mr. Oakley was not aware of the existence of this 
law. It seems then that the power is in the commit- 
tee; and he hoped and trusted, whether the resolution 
passed ov not, that the committee would take advantage 
of the power and use it, and compel those before them 
to answer. If gentlemen will attend voluntarily on the 
committee, ull his object would be granted. Others think 
that coercion would be necessary. For his own part 
he was content to leave it on the principle that persons 
“will attend, and if it would promote their mterest would 
give the information. 
mittce would obtain their object. 
to the adoption of the amendment. ; 

Mr. Bloyd made a few remarks, and among other things 
said—It seems, that whenever there is a reported surplus 
in the treasury, thé manufacturers come with a petition 
for fresh duties. ‘The seeretary of the treasury who, in 

his report plays the part of deputy president, for he knew 
no reason why he should meddle with the tariff, says, 
there are six millions in the treasury, and follows a re- 
commendation of more duties. Now, if this resolution 
should pass, the conflicting claims of the manufacturers 
will be placed before the committee and the public, and 
every sensible man will be able to judge of the necessity 
for these duties. It was time to put a stop to this eter- 
nal cry of protection; many formerly came here with their 
fabrics to solicit protection. One year there was no 
surplus in the treasury, and there was then no proposi- 
tion for tariff. If the committce get the power they ask, 
they are bound to use if prudently and properly, if they 
do not, they offer a contempt to the house, and individu- 
als oppressed by them will find the protection of the 
douse. He hoped the power would be given. 

The question was then taken on the amendment, ayes, 
100—nves, 78. The amendment was therefore adopted. 


Mr. Hoffinan stated his reasons why he should vote 
against the resolution. He wished information, but the 
manufacturers would furnish it, at their own expense, &c. 

The question was then taken upon the passage of the 
vesolation, by ayes and noes, when there appeared:— 


- YEAS—Messrs. Addams, Alexander, Alston, J. An- 
derson, Archer, Armstrong, J. S. Barbour, P. P. Bar- 
hour, Barlow, Barney, Barringer, Bassett, Belden, Bell, 
Brent, Bryan, Buchanan, Bunner, Gamberleng, Carter, 
Claiborne, John C. Clark, Conner, Coulter, Daniel, 
Fhomas Davenport, Davis, De Graff, Desha, Dorsey, 
Drayton, Duncan, Earll, Pindlay, Floyd, of Va. Floyd, 
of Geo. Fort, Forward, Fry, Gale, Garrow, Gilmer, 
Green, Gurley, Haile, Hall, Hamilton, Harvey, Haynes, 
Hobbie, Holmes, Ingham, Isacks, Kees, Kerr, King, 
Kremer, Leecompte, Lea, Livingston, Lumpkin, Magee, 
Marable, Martin, McCoy, MeDufie, MeHatton, Mc- 
Kean, MeKee, Mereer, John Mitchell, T. R. Mitchell, 
James C. Mitchell, Thomas P. Moore, Gabriel Moore, 
Nuckalls, Oakley, Orr, Owen, Polk, Ramsay, Randolph, 
Ripley, Rives, Roane, Shepperd, A. Smyth, Sprigg, 
Stanberry, J. S. Stevenson, Sterigere, Stower, ‘Thomp- 
son, Trezvant, Turner, Van Horn, Verplank, Ward, 
Wickliffe, Wolf, S. Wright, Yancey—102. 


He was indifferent as 


Tn one way or other, now the com- | 


‘ 





nings, Johns, Lawrence, Leffler, Letcher, Little, Lo¢ke, 
Long, Lyon, Mallary, Markell, Martindale, Marvin; 
Maxwell, Maynard, McIntire, McLean, Merwin, Met- 
calfe, Miner, Newton, O’Brien, Pearce, Phelps, Picr- 
son, Plant, Reed, Richardson, Russell, Sloane, O. H. 
Smith, Sprague, Stewart, Storrs, Strong, Swann, Swit, 
Taylor, Tracy, E. Tucker, Vance, Van Rensselaer, 
Vinton, Wales, Washington, Whipple, Whittlesey, 
Wingate, John J. Wood, Silas Wood, Woods, Wood- 
cock, J. C. Wright—88, . 
The resolution was therefore adopted. 


On motion of Mr, Little, it was ordered that when the 
house adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Wednesday. 
The house then adjourned. 


The eetoveuing of Wednesday and Thursday shail 
be brought up hereafter. Nothing of an immediately 
interesting character was trenedeted. Very many reso- 
lutions had been offered and several reports made by 
committees—among them, in the house, a bill for the 
relief of the soldiers of the revolution, by Mr. Burgess; 
and in the senate, for the relief of the officers, by Mr. 
Woodbury. The bill to abolish imprisonment for debt 
was debating in the senate. ] 


- — ntl 





MR. CLAY’S ADDRESS, 

An address of Henry Clay, to the public, containing cer- 
tain testimonials in refutation of the charges against 
him, made by general Andrew Jackson, touching the 
tast presidential election. 


Memo. It was my mtention to have published the tes- 
timony, now laid betore the public, at an earlier period; 
but unavoidable delay, in the collection of it, hasretarded 
the execution of that intention. The letter of general 
Lafayette,and other important documents, have been but 
lately received; and others, whieh I had just reason to 
expect, have not yet been obtained. H. C. 


ADDRESS. 

IThope no apology to the public is necessary for pre- 
senting to it these pages. lam deceived if an ample jus- 
tification of the act will not be found in the breast of every 
just and honorable man. If an officer of government 
should not be too sensitive, neither should he be too cal- 
lous, to assaults upon his character. When they relate 
to the wisdom or expediency of measures which he may 
have originated or supported, he should silently Ose 
in the candor and good sense of the community, and pa- 
tiently await the developements of time and experience. 
But if his integrity be vitally assailed; if the basest and 
most dishonorable motives for his public conduct be as- 
cribed to him, he owes it to the country, his friends, his 
family and himself, to vindicate his cokcenstinid utt- 
tion. Few men are so elevated that the shafts of calumny 
cannot reach them. These may securely trust to the 
invulnerable position which they have attained. The 
United States have, perhaps hitherto produced but one 
man who could look down from his lofty height, without 
emotion, upon the missiles and the malice of his enemies; 
for even he had his enemies. If the malignant character 
of charges, the acrimony with which they have been as- 
serted and repeated, or the perseverance which has mark- 
ed their propagation, eould ever authorize an appeal to 
the public, I think I may truly say, that I have this au- 
thority. For three years I have been the object of in- 
cessant abuse; every art, every species of misrepresenta- 
tion has been employed against me. The most inno- 
cent acts—acts of ordinary social intercourse, and of com- 
mon civility—offices of hospitality, even a passing saluta- 
tion, has been misrepresented and perverted, to my 
prejudice, with an unfairness unprecedented. Cireum- 
stances have been assumed, whith had no existence, and 
inferences have been drawn from them which, had they 
been real, they would not have warranted, Besides, 
a enemies have themselves appealed to the public, ex- 
hibited their charges, and summoned their witnesses to 


NAYS—Messrs. S. C. Allen, S. Anderson, Bailey, | its bar. Ready now and anxious as I am, and always have 


Baldwin, N. Barber, Barker, Barlow, Barnard, Bartlett, 
Buckner, Buck, Burges, Butman, Chase, James Clark, 
Condict, Creighton, Crowningshield, Culpeper, J. Da- 
ve » Dickinson, Dwight, | 

jock, Healy, Hodges, Hoffman, Hunt. Ingersoll, Jen- 


| been, to submit any act of my public life to a full exami- 
Bartley, I. C. Bates, E. Bates, Beecher, Biake, Brown, | ' 4 “f. 


nation before any impartial and respectable tribunal what- 
ever, L surely may expect, at least, that I shall be patient- 


ly heard by that which my accusers have themselves se- 
Everett, Gorham, Hal- | lected. 


I assure them that I will present no plea fo the 
jurisdiction. 
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But desirous as I naturally am to repel the calumnies 
which have been directed against me, the public would 
have been spared the trouble of perusing this address, 
if general Jackson had not, in the course of the last spring 
-and summer, given to them the open sanction of his name. 
‘{n his letter to Mr. Beverly of the 6th of June last, he 
admits that, in inferring my privity to the proposition 
whieh he describes as borne by Mr. Buchanan, he may 
‘have done me injustice; and, in his address to the public 
-of the 18th July last, giving up the name of this gentle- 
‘man, as his only witness, he repeats that he possibly may 
have done me injustice in assuming my authority for that 
‘proposition. He even deigns to honor me with the decla- 
ration of the pleasure which he will experience, if I should 
be able to acquit myself! Mr. Buchanan has been heard 
by the public; and I feel justified in asserting that the first 
‘jmpression of the whole nation was, as it is yet that of 
every intelligent mind unbiased by party prejudice, that 
his testimony fully exonerated me, and demonstrated that 

n. Jackson, to say no more, had greatly raisconceived 

‘the purport of the interview between them. And further, 
that so far as any thing improper was disclosed by Mr. 
‘B. teuching the late presidential election, it affected ge- 
neral Jackson and his frends, exclusively. He ~having 
manifestly injured me, speculation was busy, when Mr. 
Buchanan’s statement appeared, as to the course which 
the general would pursue, after his gratuitous expression 
of sympathy with me. ‘There were not wanting many 
persons, who believed that his magnanimity would im- 
mediately prompt him publicly to retract his charge, and 
to repair the wrong which he had done me. I did not par- 
ticipate in that just expectation, and, therefore felt no dis- 
appointment that it was not realized. Whatever other 
merits he may possess, I have not found among them, in 
the course of my relations with him, that of forbearing 
to indulge vindictive passions. His silent contemplation 
of, if not his positive acquiescence in, the most extraor- 
dinary interpretation of Mr. Buchanan’s statement, that 
ever was given to human language, has not surprised me. 

If it had been possible for him to render me an act of 

spontaneous justice, by a frank and manly avowal of his 

error, the testimony now submitted to the public might 
have been unnecessary. 

Although [I feel fully persuaded that the community, 
under my peculiar circumstances, will see, without dis- 
satisfaction, if not with cordial approbation, this further 
effort to rescue my character from unmerited imputations, 


I should nevertheless, have remained silent, and cheer- | 


fully abided its decision, on the diclosures and explana- 
tions heretofore made, if I had no additional facts to of- 
fer to its consideration. Buta body of highly important 
evidence has been collected, establishing some material 
circumstances, not before generally known, and confirm. 
ing others of which the public is already in possesion; 
and I have thought it due to the occasion not to withhold 
it. 

Gen, Jackson having entirely failed to establish, by any 
affirmative evidence, either positive or presumptive, the 
charge which he thought proper to promulgate against 
me, it occurred to me that it might be possible, difficult as 
the task generally is to substantiate a negative, to adduce 
proot of that character, which would establish the ground- 
Jess nature of his accusation. Prior to the appearance in 
the public prints of the letter from Mr. Carter Beverly to 
his friend in Fayetteville, dated the 8th of March last, I 
had never believed that gen. Jackson had countenanced 
the truth, or lent himself to the circulation of the charge. 
I had indeed, long before, seen in one of the Nashville 
papers, assertions, injurious to me, which created some 
suspicion that they had emanated from him; but dismiss- 
ed these suspicions as being altogether incompatible 
with the lofty character which I wished to. believe that he 
possessed. When, however, I saw that letter, and the un- 
contradicted corroboration of its contents by the editor 
ofthe Washington ‘Telegraph, I was reluctantly compel- 
led to. believe that he had given curreney to the charges 
against. me. In that letter Mr. Beverly says: “I have 
just.returned from general Jackson’s—I found a crowd 
of company with him. Seven Virginians were of the 
number. He gave me a most.friendly reception, and 
urged me to stay some days longer with him. He told 
me this morning, befure ali his company, in reply to a 
question IT put to him concerning the election of John 


mm < 


Quiney Adams to the presidency, that Mr. Clay’s friends 
made a proposition to his friends that, if they would pro- 
mise for him not to put Mr. Adams into the seat of se- 
eretary of state, Clay and his friends would in one hour 
make him, (Jackson), the president. He most indig- . 
nantly rejected the proposition, and declared he would 
not compromise himself; and unless most openly and fair- 
ly made the president, by congress, he never would re- 
ceive it. He declares that he said to them that he would 
see the whole earth sink under him before he would bar- 
gain or intrigue for it.” In the Washington city Tele- 
graph of the 26th day of April last, the editor states: ‘In 
the Journal of this morning we have another quotation 
from the Democratic Press, purporting to be the official 
contradiction by Mr. Clay of the statement of gen. Jackson 
relative to the overtures made to him as to the formation 
of his cabinet, previous to the late election of president. 
That gen. Jackson has spoken of such overtures we per- 
sonally know.’? Inthe same paper of the 28th of April 
is the following paragraph: ‘*Uhe Journal is out this 
morning in reply to our remarks of Thursday, in which 
they affect to consider it highly improper in general Jack- 
son to speak of the overtures made by Mr. Clay’s friends 
—and why? because says the Journal, he is a candidate 
against Mr. Adams. Now.we stated explicitly that gen. 
Jaekson spoke of these overtures in March 1825, belore 
he was announced by the legislature of Tennessee as a 
candidate. ”’ 


The charge, if it did not originate with, havirg been 
thus sanctioned and circulated by gen. Jackson, and im- 
— as well my friends as me, I thought it proper, 
iaving myself repeatedly and positively denied its truth, 
to resort to the testimony of those gentlemen from the 
west who had voted with me for Mr. Adams. Accord- 
ingly a friend of mine, Dr. Watkins, at my instance, ad- 
dressed a circular to those gentlemen, during the last 
spring, inviting their attention tothe Fayetteville letter, 
and inquiring if there were any truth in its averments.— 
And he has obtained from all of them but two, answers 
which are now presented to the public. These answers 
will be found in the appendix, (see A) arranged accord. 
ing to their respective delegations from which they pro- 
ceed. ‘The writers of them are men of as high respecta- 
bility as any in this union. Where they are Ehowk: (and 
several of them are well known in various parts of the 
country ), their statements will command unqualified be- 
lief. ‘he excellence of their characters is so well estab- 
lished, that a member of the house of representatives, who 
will not be presumed to be disposed to bestow on them 
undeserved encomium, felt himself constrained to bear 
his testimony to it. Mr. McDuffie said in the house of 
representatives, on the debate of the proposition to refer 
to a committee the appeal which I made on the oecasion 
of Mr. Kremer’s card: “Let me add one word to the 
friends of Mr. Clay on this floor, (and there are no mem- 
berson this floor, for whom generally I feel more respect), 
I have been informed that some of his friends suppose 
that the amendment I have offered contains something 
whieh is intended to bear harshly upon them. Not so; 
not so. My object is merely to confine the charges made 
against the honorable speaker to the very words of the 
letter of the gentleman from Pennsylvania.” This: just 
but voluntary tribute was expressed on the 4th of Feb- 
ruary, 1825, (see National Intelligencer, 5th of the-same 
month.) On the 3ist of March 1826, more than thirteen 
months after, when the amendment to the constitution 
was under discussion, proposing a new mode of electin 
a pocsiate the same gentleman is reported to have said: 
‘“Now I have the greatest respect for those gentlemén 
who were the personal and political friends of Mr. Clay 
in the late clection of president. JVeat to- my own. per- 
sonal friends, there are none whom I estimate more high- 
ly.” (See Nat. Intelligencer, 2¢ May, 1826.) These an- 
swers are not only entitled to the fullest credit, from the 
high respectability of the characters of those gentlemen, 
but deserve great confidence from the fact that they. have 
been respectively prepared by themselves, without any 
concert whatever, so far as I know or believe, and when 
they were at their several residences, widely separated 
from each other. , 


The members from Ohio who voted for Mr. Adams, 





were general McArthur, gen. Vance, gen. Beecher, Mr. 








it 
{ 
a 
| 
; 

q 


‘298 NILES’ REGISTER—JANUARY 


5, 1828—MR. CLAY’S ADDRESS. 








Sloane, Mr. Wright, Mr. Vinton, Mr. McLean, (brother 
of the ‘master a Mr. Whittlesey, Mr. Bart- 
fey and Mr. Patterson. From each of these gentlemen 
it will be seen that an explicit and unqualified negative is 

ven tothe statements of the Fayetteville letter. Gen. 

eArthar declares them to be “totally destitute of foun- 
dation.”” He alledges the fact to have been that “the 
Ohio delegation, (or at least a large majority of them), 
were the frst of Mr. Clay’s friends who came to the de- 
termination of voting for Mr. Adams; and that too with- 
out having ascertained Mr. Clay’s views on the subject.” 
He states that some of the friends of general Jackson used 
the language of menace, whilst others of them emploved 
that of persuasion to prevail on my friends to vote for the 
general; and that they appeared to be willing to make any 
promises which they thought ‘‘would induce the friends 
of Mr. Clay to vote for gen. Jackson.” 

Gen. Vance states: “I say without hesitation that T ne- 
ver heard of those, or any other terms being thought of, 
asan equivalent for the vote we were about to give; nor 
do F believe that the friends of Mr. Clay, or Mr. Clay 
himself, ever thought of making or suggesting any terms 
to any one of the parties, as the grounds of our ac- 
ceptance or rejection of either of the three candidates re- 
turned to the house of representatives.”? He continues: 
¢‘ag"one of the original friends of Mr. Clay, I was in the 
habit of free and unreserveil conversation, both with him 
and his other friends, relative to that election, and T am 
bold to say that 1 never heard a whisper of any thing 
like a condition on which our vote was to be given, 
mentioned either by Mr. Clay himself, or any of his 
friends, at any time or under any circumstances,” 

Gen. Beecher testifies that he did not “know that a 
friend or the friends of Mr. Clav. ever made. any propo- 
sition to the friends of gen. Jackson, respecting the elec- 





tion of Mr. Adams as president in any way; or as respect- 
ing gen. Jackson not putting Mr. Adams into the seat of 
secretary of state in case he, (Jackson), should be elected | 
resident. Neither am Lacquainted with a friend of Mr. 
lay that would consent to be an agent in such a degrad- 
ing transaction. Nor can I admit that the friends of Mr. 
Clay had so contemptible an opinion of each other, or of | 
Mr. Clay, as to suppose that the appointment or non-ap- | 
intment of any man to any office would influence them | 
n the discharge of an important public duty.” 

Mr. Sloane declares, ‘‘that I have always supposed my- | 
self in the entire confidence of all Mr. Clay’s supporters | 
and friends, who were members of congress at the time | 
of the presidential election; and that I have no hesitation | 
in saying that I never heard the most distant insinuation | 
from any of them that they would vote for gen. Jackson, 
if there was any prospect of choosing either of the other 
candidates. That any of the friends of Mr. Clay in con- 

ss ever made any proposition of conditions, on which 

ir votes would depend, to the friends of gen. Jackson 
or any other person, I do not believe.” And as to Mr. 
Clay’s accepting an appointment under him, they would | 
toa man most certainly have opposed it. I judge of this | 
from the opinion which I know they entertained of gen. 
Jackson’s want of capacity; an? in fact it was not until 
some time after the choice of Mr. Adams that they agreed 
to advise Mr. Clay to aecept of the office he now holds.” 
‘In short I feel confident that the whole is a vile and in- 
famous falsehood, such as honorable men would not re- 
sort to, more especially after having upon full consulta- 
tion and deliberate consideration, declined an investigation 
of the whole matter before a committee of the house of 
representatives. ”” 

Mr. Wright states, “I can only say sincerely and un- 
equivocally, that 1 do not know or believe that any pro- 
position of the kind mentioned as from gen. Jackson, was 
ever made to the friends of gen. Jackson by the friends of 
Mr. Clay or any of them; and that! am wholly ignorant of 
any conditions, of any sort, being proposed to any one of 
the friends of Mr. Clay, ona compliance with which their 
vote was made to depend.” 

Mr. Vinton is equaliy explicit. He says, “having been 
one of the friends of Mr. Clay who voted for Mr, Adams, 





I cheerfally avail myself of this opportunity to say, that 


{ have ho knowledge whatever of the above mentioned 
proposition or any other proposition having been made to 
gen. Jackson or any of his friends, by Mr. Clay or any 


was to be given to gen Jackson for the presidency.” He 
subjoins that ‘It was well known to my constituents for 
many months previous to the late presidential election, 
that, atter Mr. Clay, Mr. Adams was my next choiee 
among the distinguished individuals, who were then be- 
fore the people of the United States as candidates for that 
exalted station ” 

Mr. McLean declares, ‘that no such proposition was 
ever made within my knowledge, nor have I any cause to 
believe that conditions of any sort were made, at any time, 
by the friends of Mr, Ciey to any person, on a compli- 
ance with which their vote was made to depend. ” 

Mr. Whittlesey avers that “I do not know or believe 
that any proposition was ever made by any of Mr. Clay’s 
friends to those of gen. Jackson, on the morning of the 
presidential election, or at any other time, having any 
bearing on the candidate to be selected from the three 
returned to the house; nor do I know or believe that any 
conditions of any sort were proposed by the friends of 
Mr. Clay to any person, on a compliance with which their 
vote was made to depend;” “but I do believe that the as~ 
sertion made by general Jackson, as reported by a highly 
respectable Virginian, and all of the charges of a like 
character, imputing either to Mr. Adams orto Mr. Clay, 
or to their friends, any improper, inconsistent, corrupt er 
fradulent conduct, on that mteresting and momentous 
oceasion, are base slanders, known to be such by those 
who put them in circulation.” 

Mr. Bartley expresses the belief in justice to general 
Jackson, that he never made the declaration alluded to 
by Mr. Beverly, ‘‘for the general was there when the 
election took place, and must inevitably have known that 
such a statement would carry falsehood on the very face 
of it.” He adds, ‘‘I was in the house, I believe, every 
day of that session, at which the president was elected: 
and have no hesitation in saying that so far from making 
any proposition or overture, were the friends of Mr. 
Clay, in favor of the general, that had the friends of the 
general made such a proposition we would have consider- 
ed it as an indignity offered to our integrity and under- 
standing. ”” 

Mr. Patterson is brief but pointed. He says: ‘I frank- 
ly state to you that if any such proposition as you state 
was made by the friends of Mr. Clay to those of general 
Jackson, T had no knowledge of it, and I was one of the 
friends of Clay. I therefore believe the report to be 
without an honest foundation.”’ 

In passing from the testimony of the delegation from 
Ohio to that of Kentucky, we shall find it to be not less 
irresistable and decisive in negativing the declaration otf 
gen. Jackson, communicated to the public thro Mr. 
Beverly. ‘The Kentucky delegation consisted of twelve 
members; eight of whom, Mr. Trimble, Mr. F. John- 
son, gen. Metealfe, Mr. Letcher, Mr. Buckner, Mr. 
Thompson, Mr. White and myself, voted for Mr. Adams. 
From six of them, statements have been received. That 
from Mr. White has not reached this city; but I am justi- 
fied in statmg that he has repeatedly, within his district 


lafter his return 1o Kentucky, borne unqualified téestimo- 


ny to the falsehood of all charges of corruption in the 
election, and especially to the propriety of my conduct; 
and 1 have no doubt that he will, whenever called upon, 
repeat the same testimony. 

Mr. Trimble says, ‘‘1 do not know of my own know- 
ledge, norhave I been informed by others, that offers, 
propositions or overtures, such as are spoken of by gen. 
Jackson in his letter to Beverly, or similar thereto, or of 
any kind whatever, were made by Mr. Adams or his 
friends, to Mr. Clay or his friends; or by Mr. Clay or 
his friends to gen. Jackson or his friends. I do not 
know, nor do I believe that Mr. Adams or his friends, 
made overtures or offers, directly or indireéetly, to Mr. 
Clay or his friends to make him secretary of state, if he 
and his friends would unite in aid of the election of Mr. 
Adams. Nordo {know or believe that any pledge or 
promise of any kind was made by Mr. Adams or his 
friends to Mr. Clay or his friends, to proeure his aid in 
the election. 

‘I never heard from Mr. Clay, or any of his friends, 
or any one else that he was willing to vote for gen. Jack- 
son, if the general would say, or any of his friends for 
him, that Mr. Adams should not be continued secretary 





of his friends, as a condition upon which his or their vore 


of state. Nor do I know or believe that Mr. Clay ever 
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expressed a willingness, or any of his friends for him, 
to support or vote for general Jackson, if he could ob- 
tain the office of secretary of state under him.” 

<<} do not know or believe that any overtures or offers 
of any kind were made by Mr. Clay or his friends, to Mr. 
Adams or his friends, to vote for him or support him if he 
would make Mr. Clay secretary of state; or to general 
Jackson or his friends, to vote for him or support hin, if 
he could obtain the office of secretary of state under him; 
nor do I believe Mr. Clay would have taken office under 
him if hehad been eleeted.”’ I shall hereafter have oc- 
casion to notice other parts of the letter of Mr. Trimble, 
from which the preceding extract has been taken. 

Mr. F. Johnson states, in his answer to Dr. Watkins, 
‘J have no hesitation, however, in answering your enqui- 
ries. After writing the above extract, you say to me,” ‘‘if 
such a proposition were ever made by the friends of Mr. 
Clay to those of gen. Jackson, it must have been known 
to many persons, and the fact therefore may be asecrtain- 
ed. May Lask the fayor of you to inform me whether 
you know or believe any such proposition was ever made, 
or whether conditions of any sort were made by the 
friends of Mr. Clay to any person, on compliance with 
which their vote was te depend?”’ 

‘The first branch of the inquiry, my answer is that I 
have no knowledge of any such proposition, nor do I be- 
lieve any such was ever made. ‘To the second I answer 
that I neither knew of, nor do I believe that any condi- 
tions of any sort were made by the friends of Mr. Clay 
to any person, on compliance with which their vote was 
to depend.” 

Gen. Metcalfe, wih his characteristic firmness and 
frankness, says: “I have to state thatI never heard or 
thought of such a proposition until the letter of the high- 
ly respectable Virginian appeared in the public prints.” 
He proceeds, ‘fas one of the friends of Mr. Clay I en- 
ter the most solemn protest against the right of the gene- 
ral, through his organ, the highly respectable Virginian, 
or otherwise, to say that | would have assisted in mak- 
ing him president on the condition stated. On the con- 
trary, if I could have been made to believe that gen. 
Jackson would not have offered to Mr. Adams the place 
which he had filled with so much ability under Mr. Mon- 
voe, that belief would have constituted in my mind a 
strong additional objection to the general’s success.” 
“If it is intended to import the belief that Mr. Clay’s 
friends were desirous of obtaming the appointment for 
him to the exclusion of Mr. Adams or otherwise under 
gen. Jackson, as one of his friends, I pronounce it a base 
and infamous assault upon the motives and honor, so far 
as I am concerned or believe, of those who did not 
choose to support him forthe presidency.” ‘‘In reply 
to your second enquiry, I have to say that if conditions 
of any sort were ever made by the friends of Mr. Clay 


, toany person, on a compliance with which their vote was 


made to depend, I know nothing of it.” 

Jadge Letcher, the only member of congress who board- 
ed in the same house with me, during the session at 
which the presidential election was made, testifies: ‘*l 
know of no such proposition or intimation, nor have Ia 
knoweledge of any fact or circumstance which would in- 
duee me to believe Mr. Clay’s friends, or any one of 
them, ever made such a proposition to the friends of gen. 
Jackson. ” 

Mr. Thompson says: ‘I know of no proposition made 
by the friends of Mr. Clay to the friends of general Jack- 
son to make him president if he would not select Mr. 
Adams to the seat of secretary; and I do not believe a 
proposition of any kind was made, and I expect if the 
iriend of the general should ever speak on the subject, 
he will be a second Kremer.” 

r. Buckner testifies: “In answer to your enquiries 
on this subject, I will remark that f have no reason to be- 
lieve that any such proposition was made. Indeed no 
proposition of any description, relating tg the election of 
president was made, so far as I know or believe, by Mr. 
Clay’s friends to these of gen. Jacksos, or of any other 
person, ’’ 

Mr. Scott, the member from Missouri, states that 
“neither Mr. Adams nor his friends, ever made any 
promises or overtures to me, nor dd they hold out to me 
any inducements of any sort, kindor character whatever, 
to procure me4o vote for Mr. Adams. Nor did Mr. 


} would be placed at the head of the 





Adams or any of his friends, ever say or insinuate, whe 
epartment of state, 
or any other department, in the event that Mr. Adams 
should be elected. Nor do I believe any propositions 
were made to Mr. Clay or his friends, by Mr. Adams or 
his friends. If there were I know it not.” “I never 
made to gen. Jackson or to any of his friends, any propo- 
sition, in reterence to the presidential election, either as 
regarded the appointment of Mr. Clay or any other per- 
son to office, or the exclusion of Mr. Adams or an 
other person from office. 1 was neither spoken to by 
M. Clay, or any of his friends, about making any propo- 
sition to gen. Jackson or his friends of any kind what- 
ever, nor did I ever hear it msinuated or hinted, that 
any proposition was mae or intended to be made, by 
Mr. Clay or his friends to gen. Jackson or his friends, 
or to any other candidate or their friends, for, or relating 
to the presidency. And I do believe, had any proposi- 
tion been made or intended to have been made by Mr. 
Clay or his friends, from my intimacy and constant in- 
tercourse with them [I should have known or heard 
thereof. 

Messrs. Gurley and Brent were the two members 
who gave the vote of Louisiana to Mr Adams. Mr. 
Gurley declares ‘‘that I have no knowledge of any pro- 
positions having been made by the Friends of Mr. Olay 
or any of them, to the frinds of gen. Jackson or to 
any other person, in relation to the election of president, 
or the proposition of conditions of any sort, on a come 
pliance with which the vote was made to depend, I 
believe the charge wholly destitute of truth.” 

Col. Brent says, ‘‘in allusion to the Fayetteville 
letter I cannot express the indignant feelings it excited. 
It is the fabrication of a desperate man, who to obtain his 
object, dares to assert what he knows to be false. You 
ask me to say, whether I know or believe that sucha pro- 
position was ever made, or whether conditions of any sort 
were proposed by the friends of Mr. Clay to any one, 
on the compliance with which ther vote was made to 
depend. No honorable man can believe for a moment 
that such a proposition was ever made, or such ‘a condi- 
tion stipulated. {was a friend of Mr. Clay’s through- 
out the contest, | was in the confidence ofall his friends 
and I declare to God that I never heard of such things 
until it was asserted by the disappointed adherents of 
gen. Jackson. Lam not only ignorant of any such ar- 
rangements, but do not believe they ever existed.” 

Thus there is now betore the public the united evi- 
dence of the delegation from every western state whose 
vote was conferred upon Mr. Adams, except that of 
Mr. Cook, the representative from Mlinois. A long 
and lingering illness, terminating in the death of that 
gentleman, prevents the submission of his. But it is 
well known that Mr. Adams was his ehoice, throughout 
the whole presidential canvass. Although there exis< 
ted between him and myself good will and respectful 
intercourse, he never was politically nor personally my 
friend. 

Including Mr. White, the publie has the evidence of 
twenty different members of congress,:embracing all my 
friends, from the western states, who voted for Mr. 
Adams. Their attention was chiefly directed, in the 
preparation of their respective statements, to the Fay- 
etteville letter, and it is to them that their testimony 
principally applies. On that point, they all concur, in 
pronouncing the most unqualified negative, and, on 
other points, several of them are not less explicit. Is 
it creditable, is it consistent with the ordinary operations 
of human nature, that these gentlemen, without any 
personal interest or motive whatever, should have first 
basely given their concurrence to dishonorable overtures, 
for my sole benefit, and then should unanimously agree 
in falsifying themselves? 

In the published eireular which, in March, 1825, I 
addressed to my constituents, | remarked ‘‘at that early 
period” (early in November, 1824) “I stated to Dr. 
Drake, one of the professors in the medical school of 
Transylvania university, and to Jolin J. Crittenden, esq. of 
Frankfort, my determination to support Mr. Adams {n 
preference to gen. Jackson.” I did not at that time 
recollect, nor do I probably now, all the occasions on 
which I expressed, in conversation, my opinion of the 
unfitness of gen. Jackson for the presidency, and my pre- 
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ference of either of the other candidates. I remembered 
distinctly the conversation I had held with Dr. Drake and 
John J. Crittenden, esq. and therefore referred to them. 
In several instances, similar conversations have been 
since brought to my recollection by gentlemen with 
whom, or in whose presence they occurred; and it is, 
from a voluntary and friendly communication of the pur- 
port of them, that Iam now enabled to lay before the 

ublic a considerable portion of the mass of testimony, 

including that of Dr. Drake), on that particular topic 
which is now presented. (See appendix B. ) 

This testimony establishes that, on various occasions 
and times, beginning in Kentucky as early as about the 
1st of October, 1824, and continued in the city of Wash- 
ington, down to the period when my determination to 
vote for Mr. Adams was generally known in this city, I 
uniformly expressed my conviction of gen. Jackson’s 
want of qualification, and my fixed resolution not to vote 
for him, ifI were called upon to give a vote. These sen- 
timents, long cherished, were deliberately expressed, to 
gentlemen of the highest respectability, most of them my 

ersonal and particular friends, in all of whose estimation 
must have stood dishonored, if ] had voted for gen. Jack- 
son contrarily to my declared purpose. This — 
was avowed immediately preceding my departure from 
Kentucky to attend congress, and immediately on my 
arrival here atter the termimation of the journey. David 
Trimble, esq. states that, about the first of October, 1824, 
he held a conversation with me at Frankfort, in Kentucky, 
on the subject and prospects of the pending election, 
which he details minutely, and that in the course of it I 
said **that I could not consistently with my principles 
vote for gen. Jackson, under any possible circumstances.”’ 
I urged to him all the objections which weighed on my 
mind, and which have been so often stated, and especially 
that which is founded upon gen. Jackson’s possession of 
military pretension only. And, in reference to an objec- 
tion which Mr. Trimble understood me as entertaining 
against Mr. Adams, growing out of the negotiations at 
Ghent, Mr. Trimble states that I remarked, that it had 
been ‘‘greatlytmagnified by the friends of his competitors” 
for electioneering purposes;” “that it ought to have no 
influence in the vote which he might be called upon to 
ive; that, if he was weak enough to allow his personal 
feelings to influence his public conduct, there would be 
no change in his mind on that account, because he was 
then on much worse terms with gen. Jackson about the 
Seminole war, than he could ever be with Mr. Adams 
about the treaty of Ghent; that in the selection of a chief 
magistrate for the union he would endeavor to disregard 
all private feelings, and look entirely to the interests of 
the country and the safety of its institutions, ”” 

It appears from the letter of Mr. Robert Trimble, (one 
of the assoeiate justices of the supreme court of the U. 
States), which accompanies that of Mr. D. Trimble, that 
the latter had avowed to the former, as early as February 
or March 1824, his preference of Mr. Adams toeither of 
the three candidates who were actually returned to the 
house of representatives. 


Col. Davidson, (the treasurer of the state of Kentucky,. 


and a man of anblemished honor and unquestionable ve- 
racity), states, that during a visit which I made to Frank- 
fort in the fall of 1824, and he thinks only a few days 
prior to my departure from Kentucky, to attend congress, 
(it must therefore have been early in November, as I left 
home before, or about the tenth of that month), he hada 
conversation with me about the then pending presidential 
election, in the course of which he remarked, that I would 
have some difficulty to encounter in making a selection 
amongst the candidates if [ should be excluded from the 
house. ‘To which I replied: “1 suppose not much; in 
that event I will endeavor to do my duty faithfully.”” He 
adds that I stated in the course of the conversation: ‘‘I 
“cannot concieve of any event that can possibly happen 
which could induce me to support the election of gen. 
Jackson to the presidency. For if I had no other objec- 
tion, his want of the necessary qualification would be suffi- 
cient.””> These remarks made a strong and lasting im- 
pression on col. Davidson’s mind, and when the resolu- 
tions were before the legislature, requesting the delega- 
tion to vote for gen. Jackson, col. Davidson imformed 
several of his friends of the conversation with me, and 


that he was convinced [ would not support gen. Jacks »n. 


am 
——_. 


He communicated the substance of this conversation to Ff 
George Robinson esq. the depend of the house of re. F 
re of Kentucky, who concurred with him, that 
could not consistently, under any circumstances vote fo, 
Jackson. When the same reSolutions were before 
e senate, (of which col. Davidson was then a member 
he rose in his place and opposed them, and among the | 
views which he presented to that body, he stated that a// 
the resolutions which they could pass during the whole 
session would not induce me to abandon what I conceived 
to be my duty, and that he knew I could not concur with, | 
the majority of the legislature on that subject. 

John J. Crittenden, esq. (who is refered to in the cir. 
cular to my constituents, but whose statement has never _ 
before been exhibited to the public) testifies: that, “some — 
time in the fall of 1824, conversing upon the subject of | 
the then pending presidential election, and ing in | 
reference to your exclusion from the contest, and to your | 
being called upon to decide and vote between the other | 
candidates who might be returned to the house of repre- 
sentatives, you declared that you could not, or that it was | 
impossible for you to vote for gen, Jackson in any event.” 
My impression is that this conversation took place at § 
capt. Weisiger’s tavern in this town [Frankfort, Ky.) 
not very long before you went on to congress in the fall 
preceding the last presidential election; and that the de- 
claration made by you as above stated, was elicited b 
some intimation that fell from me of thy preference fo; 
a over all the other candidates exeept your- 
self. 

So unalterably fixed was my resolution prior to my 
departure from Kentucky, I have no doubt that in my 
promiscuous and unreserved intercourse among my ac- 
quaintances in that state, others not recollected by me 
could bear testimony to the undeviating and settled deter 
mination of my mind. It will be now seen that after and 
immediately on my arrival at the city of Washington, | 
adhered to this purpose, and persevered in it until it was 
age by the actual deposite of my vote in the ballot 

Ox. 

In a day or two after I reached the city, and on several 
other occasions, I had long and unreserved conversations 
with Mr. Johnston, senator from Louisiana, to an ac- 
count of which, as given in his letter in the appendix, | 
invite particular attention. The first was on the Saturday 
or Sunday before the commencement of congress in 182, 
and after Thad seen Mr. Crawford. I stated to Mr. 
Johnston that, notwithstanding all I had heard, I had no 
idea of his actual condition, and that it was out of the 
question to think of making him president. We convers- 
ed fully on the respective pretensions of Mr. Adams and 
gen. Jackson, and, after drawing a parallel between them, 
[ coneluded by expressing a preference for Mr. Adams, 
which ‘‘turned principally on his talents and experience 
in civil affairs.”? After the return of the votes of Louisia- 
na, and after the resolutions of the general assembly of 
Kentucky were received, Mr. Johnston states my adhe- 
rence to that preference. He concludes by observing 
‘that no fact ever came to my knowledge that could in 
the gay degree justify the charge which has been ex- 
hibited. On the contrary, I know that your opinion did 
not undergo any change from the time I first saw you on 
your return to Washington,” that is, prior to the meeting 
of congress. eg. the present summer, two gentle- 
men in the state Mississippi, voluntarily told Mr. 
Johnston that they heard me express a decided prete- 
rence of Mr. Adams, at Lexington, before EF left home 
for Washington. 

Although not immediately connected with the main 
object of this address, I think it proper to refer to a part 
of Mr. Johnston’s letter, as sustaining two several state- 
ments made by me on former occasions. I stated, in my 
address to my constituents that, if I had received the 
vote of Louisiana and been one of the three candidates 
returned, [ had resolved, at a time when there was every 
probability of my receiving it, that I would not allow 
my name, in cotsequence of the small number of votes 
by which it would be carried into the house, if I were re 
turned, to constittte an obstacle to an election. Mr: 
Johnston says: ‘You replied that you would not perm! 
the country to be dsturbed a day on your account, thal 
you would not allow your name to interfere with the 





prompt devision of the question.’ I stated at Nobte’s 
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inn, near Lexington, last summer, that I had requested 
a senator, when my nomimation as secretary of state was 
acted upon, to move acommittee of inquiry, if it should 
appear to him necessary. Mr. Johnston says: ‘‘After 
your nomination ae confirmed, you informed me that 
you had requestea gen. Harrison to move for a commit- 
tee in the senate, if any thing occurred to make it neces- 
sary. I replied that I did not think any thing had oc- 
curred to require a committee on your part.” 

Mr. Bouligny, the other senator from Louisiana, be- 
tween whom and myself a friendly intimacy has existed 
throughoutfour acquaintance, makes a statement, which 
is worthy of peculiar notice. Hebore to me the first 
authentic information which I received of the vote of 
Louisiana, and consequently of my exclusion from the 
house. And yet, in our first interview, in answer to an 
inquiry which he made, I told him, without hesitation, 
athat 1 should vote for Mr. Adams in preference to gen. 
Jackson. ” ; 

With the present secretary of war I had a conversation 
in the early part of the session of 1824-5, on retarni 
from a dinner, at the Columbia college, at which we bo 
were, in company with gen. Lafayette and others. The 
day of the dinner was the 15th of December, which may 
be verified by a resort to the National Intelligencer. In 
the course of that conversation, Mr. Barbour states that 
he expressed himself, in the event of the contest being 
“narrowed down to Mr. Adams and gen, Jackson, im fa- 
vor of Mr. Adams, and Mr. Clay expressed a coinci- 
dence of opinion.” It will be recollected that gen. La- 
fayette was in Washington during the greater part of the 
session of the presidential election. He mentioned the 
subject to me with his characteristic delicacy. Without 
sockin to influence my vote, or manifesting the least 
disposition to interfere in the election, he made a simple 
inquiry of me, which Tam quite sure was prompted by 
the deep interest which he felt in every thing that con- 
cerns the welfare of this country. I am happy to be able 
now to submit the statement of the general of what pass- 
ed between us on that occasion. He says: “Blessed as I 
have lately been with the welcome, and conscious as it 


is my happy lot to be of the affection and confidence of 


all parties and all men in every party within the United 


States, feelings which I most cordially reciprocate, I ever 


have thought myself bound to avoid taking any part in 
local or personal divisions. 


sal to state them occasionally. 


ing your electioneering guess, ‘and your intended vote 


Your answer was that in your opinion, the actual state of 
had limited the contest to a 
choice between Mr. Adams and gen. Jackson; that a 
claim founded on military atchievements did not meet 
your preference, and that you had concluded to vote for 
dams. Such has been, if not the literal wording, 
at least the precise sense of a conversation which it would 
have been inconsistent for me to carry farther and not 
to keep a secret, while a recollection of it, to assist your 
IT should not now deny, not only to you as my 


health of Mr. Crawfo 


Mr. 


memor 
fr'end, but to any man in a similar situation. ” 


_ Gen. Lafayette was not able to state, with absolute pre- 
cision, the date of the conversation between us, nor can 
{ undertake to specify the day, although I retain a pers 
feet recollection of the conversation. It was, he says, 
er 
ou being out of the presidential 

ashington on the 16th for An- 
napolis, and returned on the 2ist. [See National Intelli- 


*‘in the latter end of December, either before or 
my visit to Annapolis, 
candidature.” He left 


Indeed, if I thought that in 
these matters my influence could be of any avail, it 
should be solely exerted to deprecate, not by far, the free, 
republican, and full discussion of principles and candi- 
dates, but those invidious slanders which, although they 
are happily repelled by the good sense, the candor, and in 
domestic instances, by the delicacy of the American peo- 
ple, tend to give abroad incorrect and disparaging impres- 
sions. Yet, that line of conduct from which I must not 
deviate except in imminent cases, now out of the ques- 
tion, does not imply a forgeffulness of facts nor a refa- 
My remembrance con- 
curs with your own on this point, that in the latter end 
of December, either before or after my visit to Anna- 
polis, you being out of the presidential candidature, and 
after having expressed my abovementioned motives of 
forbearance, I, by way ofa confidential exception, allow- 
ed myself to put a simple unqualified question, respect- 


gencer.] If the conversation took place before that ex- 
cursion, it must have been on, or prior to the 16th of De- 
cember. But he says that I was out of the “presidential 
candidature.” Whether I should be returned to the 
house or not, was not ascertained until the vote of Lou- 
isiana was known. Rumors had reached this city of the 
issue of it, previous to the 20th of the month; but the 
first certain mtelligence of it was brought here by Mr. 
Senator Bouligny on the 20th, according to his recollec- 
tion. On gen. Lafayette’s return from Annapolis, the 
probability is that the subject of the presidential election 
was a common topic of conversation, as information had 
then just reached this city from Louisiana. I called to 
see him immediately after his return, and, as it had been 
very confidently expected that I would receive the vote of 
Louisiana, it is quite likely that it was on that occasion 
that he held the conversation with me. This would fix 
the day to have been prior to Christmas. But whatever 
was the actual day, there can be no doubt that it was be- 
fore the memorable interview between gen. Jackson and 
Mr. Buchanan. 

Here, then, is an unbroken chain of testimony, com- 
mencing early in October 1824, and extending to nearly 
the end of the year, establishing, beyond all controversy, 
my fixed and unwavering devision not to vote for gen. 


Jackson. This purpose is deliberately manifested at 
different periods, in different places, and to distinguished 


individuals who would have been the last in society that 
I should have thought of deceiving. This testimony 
stands unopposed, and, with truth, cannot be opposed by 
a solitary individual. There does not exist a human be- 
ing, and if the dead could be recalled, one could not be 
summoned trom the grave, who could truly testify that 
I ever expressed or ever intimated the remotest intention 
to vote for gen. Jackson, in any contingency whatever. 
As to him, my mind was never for a moment in doubt 
or difficulty. And whatever personal predilection 1 
might have entertamed for Mr. Crawford, of whose 
state of health there were such opposite representations 
in the public prints, when I saw him sai there was 
no alternative in my judgment but that which l embrac- 
ed. I have reason to believe that gen. Jackson and his 
friends cherished no expectation that I would vote for 
him. Gen. Call, the then delegate from Florida, was 
his ardent and intimate friend, and had been his aid. 
They travelled together on their journey to Washington 
city m the fall of 1824. In a letter from gen. Jackson 
to Mr. Eaton, which is contained in the 66th page of the 
28th vol. of Niles’ Register: he states that gen. Call 
was with him on that journey, and he refers to him as 
corroborating his own memory relative to a transaction 
at Washington, (Pennsylvania.) It is presumable that 
the election with its prospects and hopes must have fre- 
quently formed a subject of conversation on the journey. 
It can scarcely be doubted that gen. Call was well ac- 
— with gen. Jackson’s views and expectations. 

t a tavern at Rockville, in Maryland, about fifteen miles 
from this city, during that same journey, gen. Call and 
several other gentlemen hoon in conversation about 
the presidential election. John Braddock, esq. (a gen- 
tleman not known to me, but who, I understand, is a 
merchant of great respectability), was present; and he 
‘states that “when the vote which Mr. Elay would pro- 
.| bably give was spoken of, gen. Call declared that the 
friends of gen. Jackson did not expect Mr. Clay to vote 
for him, and if he did so, it would be an act of duplicity 
on his part.”” [See appendix C. ] 

In gen. Jackson’s address to the public of the 18th of 
July last, touching his previous statements to Mr. Bever- 
ly, and communicating the name of Mr. Buchanan, as the 
gentleman who bore the imaginary overture, he says, 
‘the origm—the beginning of this matter was at my own 
house and fireside; where surely a freeman may be per- 
mitted to speak on public topics, without having ascribed 
to him improper designs.” From this statement, the 
fair inference is, that gen. Jackson intends to aver that 
he had never before spoken of his charge against me. 
The ‘‘origin—the beginning” of this matter was, he says, 
at his own fireside; that is, it was im March, 1827, when, 
according to Mr. Beverly, before a crowd of company, 
of which there were no less than seven Virginians, he pro- 
claimed his accusation. ‘The obligation to observe the 
principles of honor, and to speak with serupulous vera- 
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city of all men, and especially of our competitors, is un- 
affeeted by time or place. ‘The domestic fireside has no 
privilege which exempts a man of honor from the force 
of that obligation. On the contrary there, more than in 
any other place, in the midst of one’s family, should ex- 
amples be exhibited of truth, of charity, and of kindness 
towards our fellow men. All the surrounding circum- 
stances tend to soothe the vindietive passions, and to in- 
culcate moderation. Whether the privileges of the do- 
mestic circle have been abused by gen. Jackson, or not, 
in my instance, let the impartial world decide. The at- 
titude in which he stood before the American people, 


and the subsisting relations between him and mg, one! to the Columbian Observer. But recent disclosures of 


to particular individuals, as well as before erowds of peo- 
ple, in public as well as private places, charges another 
with a political offence, gen. Jackson unites the double 
character of my public and private accuser. With him 
[ have been reluctantly compelled to believe the accusa. 
tion originated. Whether from an honest misconception 
of the purport of Mr. Buchanan’s interview with 4 
(which no one can doubt was the source of the calumny), 
or from the design of promoting his own interests, the 
injury to me has been the same. The public, (as I cer. 
tainly had), prior to the last summer, supposed that the 





charge had origmated with Mr. George Kremer’s letter 


might have supposed would prompt him to the observ- | general Jackson and his partizans, satisfactorily establish 


ance of the greatest delicacy. 
indeed, in an unguarded moment of hilarity, amidst his 
convivial friends, in his own domicil, he had incautiously 
touched a subject, respecting which he might have been 
expected to prescribe to himself the most profound si- 
lence, he might possibly find, not any justification, but 
some excuse for his indiscretion, in the public libera- 
lity. But what must be the general surprise when the 
fact turns out to be, that the ‘‘origin—the beginning” of 
this matter with gen. Jackson, was not, as he alleges, in 
March, 1827, but at least two years before; not, as he 
also alleges, at his own fireside, but in public places, on 
the highway, at taverns, and on board a steam boat! I 
have expected to receive testimony to establish the fact 
of his rs his charge on all those various occa- 
sions, during his journey on his return from congress, in 
March, 1825. Atpresent, | have only obtained it in part. 
{See Appendix D.) 

Mr. Daniel Large testifies ‘‘that on my way down the 
Ohio from Wheeling to Cincinnati, in the month of 
March, 1825, on board the steam-boat General Neville, 
among many other passengers were gen. Jackson and a 
number of gentlemen from Pennsylvania, some of whom 
remarked to the general that they regretted that he had 
not been elected president instead of Mr. Adams. Gen. 
Jackson replied, that if he would have made the same 
promises and offers to Mr. Clay, that Mr. Adams had 
done, he, (gen. Jackson), would then, in that case, have 
been in the presidential chair, but he would make no 

romises to any; that if he went to the presidential chair, 
he would go with clean hands and uncontrolled by any 
one.” 

To this statement, Mr. William Crosdell, who was 
present, subjoins a certificate that ‘‘it is a faithful account 
of gen. Jackson’s conversation on the occasion alluded 
to.” Both of those gentlemen, I have been informed, 
are respectable citizens of Philadelphia. 

I have understood, that to the reverend Andrew Wy- 
lie, major Davis, and others in Washington, in Pennsy|- 
vania, on one occasion; at a tavern in West Alexandria, 
in the same county on another; at Brownsville; at Cincin- 
nati; at Louisvlle, and at Bowling Green, in a tavern in 
Kentucky, gen. Jackson made similar assertions. Should 
the additional proof expected arrive, it shall be present- 
ed to the public. Whether such was the design or not, 
gen. Jackson appears to have proclaimed his accusation, 
at such convenient and separated points, as would insure 
its general circulation. We have the testimony of gen. 
Daff Green, (which is at least admissible on such an oc- 
casion), that he personally knew of gen. Jackson speak- 
ing to the same effect as early as March, 1825. 

Thus it appears that, in Marca 1825, at various places, 
in the presence of many persons, gen. Jackson took upon 
himself to represent that Mr. Adams had made offers to 
me, and that if he had made similar proposals, he, and 
not Mr. Adams, would have been elected president. 
With what truth then can he assert, as he has done, that 
the ‘‘origin” of his charge was two years afterwards at 
his‘own fireside? Or that he ‘thas not gone into the 
highways and market places” to proclaim his opinions? 

Whilst he has made no protest against any benefit 
which might accrue to himself from the dissemination of 
such a charge vay me, he is extremely desirous not 
to be considered as my pudlic accuser. He has indeed 
not appeared before a grand jury to support a bill of in- 
dietment against me. Neither did he arraign me when, 
acting under the oath of a senator of the United States, 
he passed upon my nomination. But, if he can be re- 





garded as a public accuser who, on numerous occasions, 


Has he practised it? If! that, although the sternness of Mr. Kremer’s patriotism 


prompted him “to ery aloud and spare not,” he must be 
arppes of the borrowed merit of original invention, 
which impartial justice requires should now be transfer- 
red to a more distinguished personage. A brief summa- 
ry of incontestible facts will ¢Vince the justness of this 
observation. 

It was the policy with whieh the political campaign 
was conducted in the winter 1824-25, by the forces of the 
general, in the first instance to practice stratagem with 
my friends and me. Accordingly the arts of persuasion 
and flattery were employed. But as I did not hasten to 
give in my adhesion, and remained most mysteriously 
silent, in other words had not converted myself into a 
boisterous and zealous partizan of gen. Jackson, it bhe- 
came necessary to change that policy, and to sdbstitute 
intimidations for blandishment. Mr. Kremer presented 
himself as a fit agent in this new-work. He was ardent, 
impelled by a blind and infuriate zeal, and irresponsible, 
and possessed at least the faculty of clamorous vocifera- 
tion. His letter to the Columbian Observer was prepar- 
ed, and he was instructed to sign and transmit it. Pat 
he was not the author of the letter he has deliberately 
admitted to Mr. Crowninshield, former secretary of the 
navy. That he was not acquainted with its contents, that 
is, did not comprehend the import of its terms, has been 
sufficiently established. To goy. Kent, col. Little, (who 
voted in the house of representatives for gen. Jackson), 
col. Brent of Louisiana, and Mr. Digges, he disclaimed 
all intention of imputing any thing dishonorable to me. 
(See Appendix E.) Who was the real author of the 
letter, published in the Columbian Observer, to which 
Mr. Kremer affixed his signature, 1 will not undertake 
potas to assert. Circumstances render it highiy pro- 
yable that it was written by Mr. Eaton, and with the 
knowledge of gen. Jackson. In relation to the card at 
Mr. Kremer, in answer to that which I had previously 
inserted in the National Intelligencer, I remarked in my 
circular to my constituents, that the night before the ap- 
pearance of Mr. Kremer’s, ‘‘as | was voluntarily inform- 
ed, Mr. Eaton, a senator from Tennessee, and the biog- 
rapher of general Jackson, (who boarded in the end ot 
this city epposite to #hat in which Mr. Kremer took up 
his abode, a distance of about two miles and a half), was 
closeted for some time with him.” This paragraph led 
to a correspondence between Mr. Eaton and myself, in 
the course of which, in a letter from me to him, under 
date the 31st Mareh, 1825, I observe, “it is proper for 
me to add that I did believe, from your nocturnal inter- 
view with Mr, Kremer, referred to in my address, that 
you prepared or advised the publication of his card, in 
the guarded terms in which it is expressed. I should be 
happy, by a disavowal on your part, of the fact of that in- 
terview, or of its supposed object, to be able to declare, 
as in the event of sech disavowal, I would take pleasure 
in declaring, that [have been mistaken in supposing that 
you had any agency in the composition or publication of 
that card.”” No occasion can be conceived more fitting 
for an explicit denial of any participation, on the part of 
Mr. Eaton, in the transaction referred to. It was the 
subject of the correspondence between us; and I purpose- 
ly afforded him an honorable opportunity of avowing or 
disavowing any co-operation with Mr, Kremer. Instead 
of embracing it, he does not deny the visit, nor my infer- 
ence from it. On the contrary, he says im his letter of 
the 3ist March, 1825, “suppose the fact to be that I did 
visit him, (Mr. Kremer); and suppose too that it was, as 
you have termed it, a nocturnal visit; was there any thing 
existing that sould have denied me this privilere?” 
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As Mr. Kremer asserted that he did not write the let- 
ter to the Columbian Observer, and as Mr. Eaton does 
not deny that he wrote the card, published in Mr. Kre- 
mer’s name, the inference is not unfair that, having been 
Mr. Kremer’s adviser and amanuensis on one occasion, | 
he acted in the same character onthe other. It is quite 
clear that the statements in the letter to the Columbian 
Observer are not made upon Mr. Kremer’s own know- 
ledge. He speaks of reports, rumors, &c. ‘*Overtures 
were said to have been made,” Xe. 

It is most probable that those statements are founded 
on . Jackson’s interpretation of the object of Mr. 
Buachanan’s interview. ow did he obtain the informa- 
tion which was communicated to the Columbian Obser- 
ver? Upon the supposition that the letter was prepared 
by Mr. Eaton, we can at once comprehend it. He was 


pass a week of the ensuing summer at my residence in 
Kentucky. During that season, I received a letter from 
him communicating his regret that he was prevented from 
visiting me. I did not again see him until that session of 
congress at which the events of the Seminole war were 
discussed. He arrived at Washington in the midst of the 
debate, and after the delivery, but before the publication, 
of the first speech which I pronounced on that subject. 
Waiving all ceremony, I called to see him, intending b 

the visit to evince, on my part, that no opinion, which 
a sense of duty had compelled me to express of his pub- 
lic conduct, ought to affect our personal imtercourse. 
My visit was not returned, and I was subsequently told 
that he was in the habit of indulging in the bitterest. ob- 
servations upon most of those,(myself among the nume- 
ber), who had called in question the propriety of his mi- 
litary conduet in the Seminole war. I saw no more of 


rfectly apprised of all that had passed between Mr. 
Buchanan and gen. Jackson. ‘The coincidence of the 
language ee ae in the letter to the Columbian Ob- 
server, with that of gen. Jackson to Mr. Carter Beverly 
is very striking, and proves that it has a common origin 
Mr. Kremer says, ‘‘overtures were said to haye been 
made to the friends of Clay offering him the appointment 
of secretary of state for his ait to elect Mr. Adams.” 
Gen. Jacksuu says, ‘“‘He (Mr. Buchanan} said he had 


him, except possibly at a distance during the same win- 
ter, in this city, until the summer of the year 1819. Bea 
ing in that summer, on my way from New Orleans to 
Lexington, and travelling the same road on which he was 
passing, in the opposite direction from Lexington to 
Nashville, we met at Lebanon in Kentucky, where I had 
stopped to breakfast. 1 was sitting at the door in the shade 
reading a newspaper, when the arrival of gen. Jackson 
been informed by the friends of Mr. Clay that the friends | and his suite was announced. As he ascended the steps 
of Mr. Adams had made overtures to them, saving if | and approached me, | rose and saluted him in the most 
Mr. Clay and his friends would unite in aid of the elec- | respectful manner. He darted by me, slightly inclining 
tion of Mr. Adams, Mr. Clay should be secretary of | his head, and abruptly addressing me. He was follow- 
state.”” The variations between other parts of the two | ed by some of his suite who stopped and conversed with 
letters are not greater than often occur in different nar- me some time, giving me the latest mformation of my 
ratives of the same conversation. They are not so great |family. 1 afterwards learnt that gen. Jackson aecompa- 
as those which exist in the accounts which gen. ped. ‘eae |nied president Monroe, in a visit to my family, and par- 
has himself given, at different times, of the same trans. | took of some slight refreshment at my house. On leav- 
action. This will be manifest from a comparison of Mr. | ing the tavern at Lebanon, I had occasion to go into a 
Beverly’s report of the conversation at the Hermitage, | room where I found gen, Jackson seated reading a news- 
contained in his Fayetteville letter of the 8th of March — paper, and I retired, neither having spoken to » a other, 
last, with gen. Jackson’s statement of the same conversa- and pursued my journey, in company with four or five 
tion, in his letter to Mr. Beverly of the 6th of June. ' travelling companions. — 
Speaking of this letter Mr. Beverly says, (in his letter. Sueh was the state of our relations at the commence- 
to N. Zane, esq.) that gen. Jackson ‘‘asserts a great deal ment of the session of congress in 1823, the interval hav- 
more than he ever told me.” ing passed without my seeing him. Soon after his arri- 
From the intimacy which existed between gen. Jack- | val here to attend that session, | collected from certain 
son and Mr. Eaton, and from the fact, stated by them indications that he had resolved upon a general amnesty, 
both, of the knowledge which each possessed of Mr. the benefit of which was to be extended to me. He be- 
Buchanan’s communication, it cannot be reasonably came suddenly reeonciled with some individuals between 
doubted, if Mr. Eaton prepared Mr. Kremer’s letter, whom and himself there had been a long existing enmity. 
that gen. Jackson was acquainted with this fact. Itis The greater part of the Tennessee delegation, (all I be- 
worthy of particular observation that up to this day, as lieve exeept Mr. Eaton and gen. Cocke), called on me 
far as lam informed, Mr. Kremer has most carefully together, early in the session, for the express purpose, as 
concealed the source whence he derived the statements 1 understood, of producing a reconeiliation between us. 
contained in his famous letter i related, in substance, all of the above cireumstances, 
The rancour of party spirit spares nothing. It per- including the meeting at Lebanon, By way of apology 
vades, it penetrates every where. It does not scruple for his conduct at Lebanon, some of the gentlemen re- 
to violate the sanctity of social and private iutercourse— marked that he cid not intend any disrespect to me, but 
It substitutes for facts dark surmises and malevolent insi- that he was laboring under some indisposition. I stated 
nuations—It misrepresents and holds up in false and in- that the opinions which I had expressed in the house of 
vidious lights incidents, perfectly harmless in themselves . representatives, in regard to gen. Jackson’s military trans- 
of ordinary occurrence, or of mere common ecivility.k— actions had been sincerely entertained and were still 
More than once, in these agitated times, has unsuspectin, held, but that being opinions in respect to public acts, 
and mnocent conversation, which I have held with an in- they never had been supposed by me to form any just 
dividual, and which I never entertained the slightest sus- , oecasion for private enmity between us, and that none 
picion was to be the text of newspaper animadversion, , had been cherished on my part. Consequently there 
been published with scandalous perversion in the pub- | was on my side no obstacle to a meeting with him, and 
lic prints, and supplied aliment for malignant criticism. | maintaining a respectful intercourse. For the purpose 
fhe intercourse and relations between gen. Jackson and | of bringing us together, the Tennessee representatives, 
myself have furnished a copious theme of detraction and | all of whom, according to my recollection, boarded at 
misrepresentation. ‘These remarks are made in justifi- | Mrs, Claxton’s, on Capital Hill, gave a dinner to whieh 
cation of the allusion which I feel constramed to make we were both invited, and at which 1 remember Mr. Se- 
to a subject which, although there is nothing appertain- ' nator White, then acting as a commissioner under the 
ing to it that I can desire to conceal, or which can oc-) Florida treaty, and others were present. We there 





casion me any regret, should never be touched, without 
the most urgent necessity. I would not now refer to it, 
it T had not too much ground to believe that he has coun- 
tenanced, if not prompted very great misrepresentations, 
which have first appeared in newspapers, supporting his 
cause, and enjoying his particular confidence, of circum- 
Stances, information about which must have been derived 
from him, 

My personal acquaintanee with gen. Jackson com- 
menced in the fall of 1815, at the city of Washington. 
Prior to that time, Ihad never seen him. Our inter- 
course was then friendly and cordial. He engaged to 


met, exchanged salutations, and dined together. I re- 
tired from the table early, and was followed to the door 
by gen. Jackson and Mr. Eaton, who insisted on my tak- 
ing a seat in their carriage, I rode with them and was 
set down at my own lodgings. I was afterwards invited 
by gen. Jackson to dine with him, where I met with Mr. 
Adams, Mr. Calhoun, Mr. Southard and many other 
gentlemen, chiefly members of Congress. He also din- 
ed, in company with fifteen or eighteen members of con- 
gress, at my lodgings, and we frequently met, in the 
course of the winter, always respectfully addressing each 
other. 
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Just before I left Kentucky the succeeding fall, (Nov. 
1824), to proceed to Washington, a report reached Lex- 
ington that gen. Jackson intended to take that place in 
his route to the city. Our gerne intercourse having 
been restored, in the manner stated, I was very desirous 
that he should arrive, prior to my departure from home, 
that I might offer to him the hospitality of my house, and, 


lest he t misinterpret the motive of my departure, 
if it preceded his arrival. In this temper of mind, I 
think it quite possible that I may have said that, if I had 


been aware of his intention to pass that way, I would 
have written to him when I intended to set out, and urg- 
ed him to reach Lexington before I started on my jour- 
ney. I certainly never contemplated travelling in com- 
pany with him, having some time before made all my ar- 
rangements for the journey with the gentleman who ac- 
companied me, and having determined upon a route, dif- 
ferent from the usual one, which was taken by gen. J ack- 
son. It has been affirmed that I wrote to him expressing 
a wish to accompany him to the city of Washington, and 
his silence would seem to imply an acquiescence in the 
correctness of the statement, if it were not put forward 
on his suggestion. I am quite sure that I did not at that 
period write him a letter of any description; but if I did, 
{here express my entire assent to the publication of that 
or any other letter addressed to him by me. I do not be- 
lieve I did, because I do not think that there was time. 
after I heard of his intention to come by Lexington, tor a 
letter from me to reach Nashville, and an answer to be 
returned, before it was requisite to commence the jour- 
ney—a punctual attendance on my part being necessary 
as the presiding officer of the house. If such a letter 
had been, (as most undesignedly it might have been), 
written, can any thing more strongly illustrate the spirit 
of hostility against me than the unwarrantable inferences, 
which have been drawn from that assumed fact? When 
I left home in November I did not certainly know the 
electoral vote of a solitary state inthe union. Although 
I did not doubt the result of that in Kentucky, the re- 
turns had not come in, and the first authentic information 
which I received of the vote of any state was that of Ohio, 


which reached me on the Kanawha, during the journey, | 
more than two hundred miles from my _ residence. | voting for gen. Jackson. 


Whether I would be one of the three returned to the 
house of representatives was not ascertained, until more 
than three weeks after I had reached Washington. Is it 
not, then, most unreasonable to suppose, if I had written 
such a letter as has been imagined, proposing that we 
should travel together, that I could have had any object 
connected with the presidential election? Lreached Wash- 
mgton several days before him. Shortly after his arvi- 
val, he called to see me, but I was out. I returned the 
visit, considering it in both instances one of mere cere- 
mony. I met with him but rarely during that session, 
and always, when I did see him, in company. I sought 
no opportunities to meet him, for, having my mind unal- 
terably fixed in its resolution not to vote for him, I wish- 
ed to inspire him with no hopes from me. The presi- 
dential election never was a topic, to which the most dis- 
tant allusion was made by me, in any conversation with 
him, but once, and that happened at a dinner given by 
the Russian minister, the late baron of Tuyll, on the 
24th December, 1824. I recollect the day, because it 
was the birth day of the late emperor Alexander. About 
thirty jy mg + composed the party, and, among them, 
Mr. Adams, Mr. Calhoun, gen. Jackson, and, I think, 
Mr. Macon. Just before we passed from the drawing 
into the dining room, a group of some eight or ten gen- 
tlemen were standing together, of whom gen. Jackson 
and I were a part, and internal improvements, (I do not 
recollect how), became the subject of conversation. [ 
observed to him, in the course of it, that if he should be 
elected president, I hoped the cause would prosper un- 
der his administration. He made some general remarks, 
which I will not undertake to state, lest I should do him 
injustice. 

My aa inducement to the publication of this ad- 
dress being to exhibit the testimony which it embodies; 
it forms no part of my purpose to comment on the state- 
ments which have been published of Messrs. Buchanan, 


Eaton, Isaacks and Markley, all of them the friends of 


gen. Jackson, on the occasion of the late election. Nei- 
ther shall I n6otice the numerous felsehoods of anonymous 


pers, with which the press 
se wee poorer prejudice. The task ore be end- 
ess. o against an misinterpre t might 
be placed on my silence, in respect to a letter from Mr, 
Harrison Munday, which has been widely cireulated, 
and whieh was published at a period chosen to affect the 
Kentucky election. I declare that whether this letter be 
nuine or not, its statements are alt er groundless, 
never had such a conversation with him as that letter 
describes, respecting Mr. Adams, who, at the time when 
it is alledged to have happened, was abroad, and of whom 
at that early period, there had been certainly no general 
conversation in regard te his election to the presidency, 
The appointment which Mr. Markley holds, was con- 
ferred upon him in consequence of the very strong re- 
commendations of him, principally for a more important 
office, from numerous highly respectable persons of all 
parties, in various parts of Pennsylvania, from some of 
the Pennsylvania delegation, among whom Mr. Buch- 
anan took a warm and zealous interest in his behalf, and 
from the support given to him by the secretary of the 
treasury, to which department the appointment be- 
longed. 

When it was ascertained that I was not one of the three 
candidates who were returned to the houce of represen- 
tatives, I was compelled to vote, if I voted at all, for one 
of those actually returned. ‘The duty which the people 
devolved on me was painful and perilous, and I antici- 
pated that it was impossible for me, whatever course 1 
should take, to eseape censure. I confess that the mea- 

|sure has transcended all expectation, if it be not unex- 
ampled It has been seen that my opinion was early and 
deliberately formed, under circumstances where no per- 
sonal motive could have swayed me; that it was adhered 
to without deviation; and that it was avowed again and 
/again, not to one or to two but to many persons, not in 
obscurity, but standing high in the public estimation and 
‘in my own. Not a particle of opposing testimony has 
_ been, or with truth can be, adduced. I have indeed de- 
rived consolation from the reflection that, amidst all the 
perturbation of the times, no man has been yet found 
lords enough to assert, that I ever signified a purpose of 


writers, and editors of newspa 





It has been seen that, so far as 
/any advances were made, they proceeded from the side 
\of gen. Jackson. After our meeting at Lebanon, ages 
imight have rolled away, and, if we both continued to 
live, I never would have sought the renewal of any inter- 
course with him.. When he came to the senate, and at 
the commencement of the next session of congress, the 
system of operation decided on, in respect to my friends 
and me, was one of courteous and assiduous attention, 
From that, the transition was to a scheme of intimidation, 
of which Mr. Kremer’s letter is only a small part of the 
evidence. Intimidation of a representative of the peo- 
ple in the discharge of a solemn trust! That is the last 
day of the republic on which such means shall be suc- 
cessfully employed and publicly sanctioned. Finding 
| me immovable by flattery or fear, the last resort has been 
to crush me by steady and unprecedented ealumny. 
Whether this final aim shall be crowned with success or 
not, depends upon the intelligence of the American peo- 
ple. I make no appeal to their sympathy. I invoke 
only stern justice. 

If truth has not lost its foree, reason its sway, and the 
fountains of juetice their purity, the decision must be aus- 
picious. With a firm reliance upon the enlightened judg- 
ment of the public, and conscious of the zeal and upright- 
ness with which I have executed every trust committed 
to my care, | await the event without alarm or appre- 
hension. Whatever it may be, my anxious hopes will 
continue for the success of the great cause of human li- 
berty, and of those high interests of national policy, to 
the promotion of which the best exertions of my life 
have been faithfully dedicated. And my humble, but 
earnest, prayers will be unremitted, that all danger may 
be averted from our common country; and, especially, 
that our union, our liberty, and our institutions, may 
long survive, a cheering exception from the operation o! 
that fatal decree, which the voice of all history has hither- 
to uniformly proclaimed. H. CLAY. 

Washingion, December, 1827. 

(The doctiments accompanying this address shall have © 
placein our neat. ) 
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